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POLITICAL GROUPS SPENT $8.7 MILLION IN 1958 


Organizations spent a total of $8,675,465.95 for poli- 
tical purposes in 1958, according to reports filed with the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. Sixty-four groups 
-- Republican, Democratic, Labor and Miscellaneous -- 
submitted records of their financial activities in Con- 
gressional and local campaigns. Total receipts for the 
groups came to $8,767,394.74. 

In off-year 1957, 44 organizations reported re- 
ceipts of $4,167,462.91 and expenditures of $4,661,- 
413.92. In the Presidential election year of 1956, 
reports filed in the same office listed receipts of 
112 organizations as $21,779,106.20 and expenditures 
as $21,411,633.90. In the last Congressional -- but 
not Presidential -- election year, 1954, receipts totaled 
$9,949,378.68 and spending was $10,312,167.19. (1955 
Almanac p. 725; 1957 Almanac p. 187; 1958 Almanac 
p. 747). 


1958 Receipts, Spending 


Following is a list of the 32 Democratic, Republican 
and miscellaneous ecguitontions, that reported to the 
Clerk of the House. 

After each organization are listed: (1) the location 
of its headquarters, if not clear from the title; (2) the 
amount it received, designated either by (c) for con- 
tributions or (r) when the amount includes other re- 
ceipts; (3) the amount expended; and (4) the dates 
which the report covered where they differ from the 
calendar year 1958. 


Labor -- Reports of 32 labor organizations, as 
well as a listing of amounts labor designated for 
specific candidates and parties in the various states, 
were included in CQ’s earlier report on labor’s political 
spending. The 32 labor organizations reported re- 
ceiving $1,854,634.52 and spending $1,828,777.90 for 
political purposes. This spending figure is 21.1 percent 
of total reported spending in 1958. (Weekly Report 
p. 509) 


Democratic Groups 


Seven Democratic groups listed receipts totaling 
$1,733,626.33 in 1958. Their combined expenditures were 
$1,702,605.27 or 19.6 percent of the entire spending re- 
ported by political organizations for the year. 


Democratic Campaign Committee of Philadelphia -- 
Received $399,293.05 (c); spent $329,146.42. (To Dec. 
3, 1958) 

Democratic Central Committee of the District of 
Columbia -- Received $24,780.00 (c); spent $23,703.94. 

Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee, 
D.C. -- Received $68,701.15 (r); spent $71.900.00. 

Democratic National Committee, D.C. -- Received 
$874,601.16 (c); spent $903,215.01. 
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Democratic National Congressional Committee, D.C. 
-- Received $51,536.08 (r); spent $46,530.75. 

Democratic Senatorial Campaign Committee, D.C, -- 
Received $313,343.24:(c); spent $318,989.83. 

Young Democrats of America, Minneapolis, Minn, -- 
Received $1,381.67.(r); spent $9,119.32, 


Republican Groups 


Fourteen Republican organizations reported receiv- 
ing a total of $4,686,423.49 in 1958. Their spending, 
$4,657,652.44, was 53.7 percent of all political spending 
reported. 


Independent Television Committee, D.C, -- Received 
$57 ,614.38°(c); spent $56,223.05. 
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Political Spending - 2 


National Citizens for Eisenhower, NYC -- Received 
$762,601.49 (r); spent $767,297.05. 

National Federation of Republican Women, D.C, -- 
Received $35,097.77 (r); spent $31,855.43. 

National Republican Congressional Committee, D.C. 
-- Received $648,918.41 (r); spent $621,074.14. 

Republican Finance Committee of Allegheny County, 


Pittsburgh, Pa. -- Received $457,386.50 (c); spent 
$446,219.63. 
Republican National Committee, D.C, -- Received 


$1,377.989.84 (c); spent $1,349,553.70. 

Republican Senatorial Campaign Committee, D.C, -- 
Received $322,897.79 (r); spent $297,382.22. 

Republican State Committee for the State of Wyoming, 
Casper, Wyo. -- Received $50,696.00 (r); spent $49,- 
048.38. (To Oct. 17, 1958) 

Republican State Committee in and for the District 
of Columbia, D.C. -- Received $87,036.84 (c); spent 
$100,416.52. 

Republican State Committee of Delaware, Wilming- 
ton -- Received $137,523.51 (r); spent $179,301.71. (no 
report submitted for September) 

United Republican Finance Committee for the State 
of New York, NYC -- Received $658,954.91 (r); spent 
$658,570.55. 

United Republican Finance Committee of San Mateo 
County, San Mateo, Calif. -- Received $82,516.22 (r); 
spent $78,736.35. 

Women’s National Republican Club Campaign Com- 
mittee, NYC -- Received $7,669.85 (r); spent $7,669.85. 
(To Nov, 21, 1958) 

Young Republican National Federation, D.C. -- 
Received $619.98 (c); spent $14,303.86. 


Miscellaneous Groups 


Eleven miscellaneous organizations reported re- 
ceipts totaling $492,710.40. Expenditures were $486,- 
430.34 or 5.6 percent of the total spending reported in 
1958. 


A Clean Politics Appeal (Special Account of the 
National Committee for an Effective Congress) -- Re- 
ceived $46,196.91 (c); spent $45,884.68. (From June 10, 
1958) 

Americans for Democratic Action -- Regular ac- 
count: Received $108,924.53 (c); spent $105,125.13. Non- 
political account: Received $36,161.00 (c); spent $36,- 
161.13. (To Oct. 29, 1958) 

Christian Nationalist Crusade, Los Angeles, Calif. 
-- Received $172,687.19 (r); spent $168,048.85. 

Crescent Bay Non-Partisan Political League, Santa 
Monica, Calif. -- Received $955.77 (c); spent $947.20. 

For America, D.C, -- Received $37,510.60 (c); spent 
$37,937.43. 

Good Government National Committee, NYC -- Re- 
ceived nothing; spent $11.3. 

National Assn, of Pro America, San Francisco, 
Calif. -- Received $4,831.19 (r); spent $6,040.55. 

National Committee for an Effective Congress, NYC 
-- Received $77,473.25 (c); spent $76,075.73. 

New York Joint Board Political Action Fund, NYC 
-- Received $165.50 (c); spent $2,716.70. 

No-Tax-No-War Committee, Wilmington, Del. -- 
Received $17.50 (c); spent $17.57. 

Pro America, California Chapter, Riverside, Calif. 
-- Received $7,786.96 (r); spent $7,464.14. 














State Totals 


State breakdown of total contributions of $1,000 or more 
made by individuals and organizations in 1958: 








State Democrats Republicans Total* 
Ala. $ 8,500.00 $ 3,250.00 $  11,750,00 
Alaska 1,000.00 $= = ------ 1,000.00 
Ariz, 2 2 www 3,000.00 4,102.80 
Ark. 2,500.00 15,648.00 18,148.00 
Calif. 11,124.19 136,949.25 158,673.44 
Colon nee - 23,500.00 23,500.00 
Conn. 2,000.00 63,794.78 77,294.78 
Del, 2 www we 131,173.52 131,173.52 
D.C. 76,450.00 54,448.00 164,398.00 
Fla. 14,000.00 26,900.00 40,900.00 
Gag wee = 6,500.00 6,500.00 
Idaho 2,112.00 5,500.00 7,612.00 
tH. 7,700.00 230,182.74 242,404.30 
Ind. 11,549.00 118,400.00 130,949.00 
lowa wwe wwe 31,450.00 31,450.00 
Kan. 3,400.00 2,500.00 5,900.00 
Ky. 1,000.00 12,339.05 13,339.05 
lag www we 1,000.00 2,700.00 
Maine _~ ------ 4,500.00 4,500.00 
Md. 6,650.00 17,200.00 23,850.00 
Mass. 11,000.00 88,726.15 100,726.15 
Mich 9,195.59 130,294.05 147,989.64 
Minn, =——-_s === == 62,539.65 62,539.65 
Miss. = wn 1,000.00 1,000.00 
Mo. 1,000.00 41,867.32 50,176.84 
Mont. j—— ------ 7,000.00 7,000.00 
Neb ~— ------ 17,222.25 17,222.25 
Nev. 2,000.00 1,100.00 3,100.00 
N.H 1,000.00 9,500.00 10,500.00 
N. J. 9,500.00 17,000.00 28,500.00 
LS 11,000.00 11,000.00 
N. Y. 144,186.45 629,328.12 817,493.98 
N. C. 29,000.00 9,378.33 38,378.33 
N.D0 = ------ 18,200.00 18,200.00 
Ohio 7,000.00 125,450.00 132,450.00 
Okia. 20,600.00 26,000.00 46,600.00 
Ore. 1,500.00 10,794.78 12,294.78 
Pa. 147,500.00 188,765.00 340,847.88 
Rb ene 16,000.00 16,000.00 
$s. C. 3,500.00 4,000.00 7,500.00 
$s. D. 1,500.00 6,000.00 7,500.00 
Tenn. 15,677.84 21,250.00 36,917.84 
Texas 20,143.00 12,500.00 32,643.00 
Utah 6,092.00 8,000.00 14,092.00 
Ve wn 7,000.00 7,000.00 
Va. 2,500.00 4,000.00 6,500.00 
Wash. 3,000,00 9,000.00 16,872.00 
W. Va. 4,200.00 35,000.00 39,200.00 
Wis, www 23,700.00 26,000.00 
Wyo. 1,000.00 20,940.00 21,940.00 
Hawaii 1,450.00 6,000.00 8,967.00 
P.R. 1,000.00 1,000.00 2,000.00 
Foreign 4,500.00 5,500.00 10,000.00 
TOTAL $596,020.07 $2,463,290.99 $3,200, 296.43 


*Includes contributions to labor and miscellaneous groups 
as well as party organizations. 


LABOR GROUPS 


Contributions of $1,000 or more came to reporting labor 
groups from these states: Ariz., $1,102.80; Calif., $7,000; 
D.C., $32,500; Ill., $2,091.25; N.Y., $2,500; Pa., $2,988.88; 
Wash., $4,872.20; Wis., $2,300. 
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Political Spending - 3 


STATE BREAKDOWN OF $1,000 DONATIONS IN 1958 


Following is a state list of individuals and groups contributing 
$1,000 or more to political organizations in 1958, (See chart 
p. 650 for state and party totals.) 

This information was obtained from reports filed by the or- 
ganizations with the Clerk of the House, Of 64 committees sub- 
mitting reports, 25 noted individual and group contributions of 
$1,000 or more. These groups are identified after each contribu- 
tion, according to the key (see box), 

The Hatch Act makes it illegal for one person to give more 
than $5,000 to one group or individual, but permits him to give that 
amount to any number of different organizations. Family members 
are regarded individually under the law. 

Every state, as well as the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, 
and five foreign countries had $1,000 donors. 

When an individual or group contributed $1,000 or over more 
than once to the same organization during the year, the separate 
contributions have been combined, 


ALABAMA 


E.N. Merriwether, Mobile, $1,000 (DNC); Marvin Mosteller, 
Mobile, $1,000 (RNC); Republican State Executive Committee of 
Alabama, $2,250 (RNC); State Democratic Executive Committee, 
Jasper, $5,000 (DNC); Young Democrats of Alabama, Gadsden, 
$2,500 (DNC). 


ALASKA 


Democratic Central Committee of Alaska, Juneau, $1,000 


(ONC), 
ARIZONA 


Mrs. John C, Pritslaff Jr., Phoenix, $1,000 (RNC); Arizona 
Machinists’ Non-Partisan Political League, Phoenix, $1,102.80 
(13); Republican State Finance Committee, $2,000 (RNC). 


ARKANSAS 


Arkansas Republican Committee, $7,698 (RNC); Arkansas 
Republican Committee, Fort Smith, $2,950 (NRCC); Arkansas 
Republican Committee, Little Rock, $5,000 (NRCC); Arkansas 
State Democratic Committee, $1,000 (DSCC); State Democratic 
Finance Committee of Arkansas, Little Rock, $1,500 (DCCC). 


CALIFORNIA 


Stephen D, Bechtel, San Francisco, $1,000 (NRCC); Don Beld- 
ing, Los Angeles, $2,000, (NRCC), $1,000 (RNC); Mrs. Annette 
Alexander, Belmont, $1,000 (9), $1,000 (credit on loan) (9); Mrs. 
George C,. Brock, Los Angeles, $1,000 (RNC); Fritz B. Burns, 
Oakland, $1,000 (RNC); J.H. Russell, Camarillo, $1,000(15); W.W. 
Crocker, San Francisco, $1,000 (RNC); Neil J. Curry, $1,000 
(DNC); David Fasken, Ross, $1,200 (15); Robert Gunderson, San 
Mateo, $1,000 (9); Lawrence A, Harvey, Torrance, $1,000 (DNC); 
George Killion, San Francisco, $1,000 (DNC); Th. R. Knudsen, 
Los Angeles, $5,000 (3); Geo. N. Mardikian, San Francisco, $1,000 
(RNC); Mrs. James R, Martin, Los Angeles, $1,000 (RNC). 


Mrs. Pauline E, Martin, Los Angeles, $1,000 (RNC); J.R. 
McMicking, San Francisco, $1,000 (RNC); Edwin W. Pauley, Los 
Angeles, $1,000 (DNC); H. Evans Roberts, Arcadia, $2,500(RNC); 
Hubbard S, Russell, Maricopa, $1,400 (15); Henry Salvatori, Los 
Angeles, $2,000 (RNC); Madeline Nichols Sharp, La Jolla, $1,000 
(RNC); Loyd Wright, Los Angeles, $1,000(RNC); Herbert J. Yates, 
No. Hollywood, $1,000 (3); California Machinists Non-Partisan 
Political League, Los Angeles, $1,000 (13); Democratic State 
Central Comm, Los Angeles, $5,761,69 (DNC); Lodge 1600, Bur- 
bank, $3,000 (11); Republican Central Committee of San Diego 
County, $2,074.04 (RNC); Republican State Central Committee of 
California, $75,552.45 (RNC); Republican State Central Committee 
of Calif,, Los Angeles, $1,253.56 (RSCC), $5,014.25 (NRCC); San 
¢ Machinists Non-Partisan Political League, San Diego, $3,000 

1), 





Key to Organizations 


Democratic Committees 





Democratic National Committee..............-. DNC 
Democratic National Congressional Committee. ... . DNCC 
Democratic Senatorial Campaign Committee ...... DSCC 
Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee. .. . DCCC 
Democratic Campaign Committee of Philadelphia... 1 


Republican Committees 





Republican National Committee ............+.-. RNC 
National Republican Congressional Committee ..... NRCC 
Republican Senatorial Campaign Committee....... RSCC 
Independent Television Committee ............. 2 
National Citizens for Eisenhower............+.- 3 
Republican Finance Committee of Allegheny County. . 4 
Republican State Committee of Delaware......... 5 
Republican State Committee in and for the District 
SERPS 3 0 5:00 OW Sp spendin sau sae on ne 6 


Republican State Committee for the State of 


Le ee ee ee ee ee 7 
United Republican Finance Committee for the 

rb ite, ee Ee ee ee TT eee eee 8 
United Republican Finance Committee of San 

ee ere ee eee 9 


Labor Committees 


Amalgamated Political Education Committee ...... 10 
California Machinists Non-Partisan 
POOR EB. oo.cc baw is coeceeseveves ll 
Labor’s League for Political Education, 
eer a 12 
Machinists Non-Partisan Political League........ 13 
Railway Labor’s Political League.............. 14 


Miscellaneous Committees 





Pe RI 6.5 66 cae 8585446 Ce JOON SOO” 15 
Americans for Democratic Action .............- 16 
A Clase PAGE FOIOE «6 6.0.0.4 4:2 0.9 050, 09 0.0 090% 17 
National Committee for an Effective Congress ..... 18 














Southern California Sponsoring Committee, Jefferson-Jackson 
Day Dinner, Los Angeles, $1,362.50 (DNC); United Finance Com- 
mittee of San Diego County, $5,000 (RNC); United San Francisco 
Republican Finance Committee $10,000 (RNC); $11,554.95 (NRCC), 


COLORADO 


Alwin, F, Franz, Denver, $1,000 (RNC); Virginia A, Hill, 
Denver, $1,000 (7); A.E. Johnson, Denver, $1,000 (7); James 
Dreher Maitland, Denver, $1,000 (RNC); Margaret R. Phipps, 
Denver, $1,000 (NRCC), $1,000 (RSCC), $1,000 (RNC); Republican 
State Central Committee of Colorado, $1,500 (RNC); Republican 
State Central Committee, Denver, $5,000 (NRCC); United Repub- 
lican Dinner, Denver, $10,000 (NRCC), 


CONNECTICUT 


William Benton, Southport, $2,000 (DNC); Albert Bradley, 
Greenwich, $1,000 (3); Arthur H, Carter, Greenwich, $1,000 
(RNC); Katherine L. Conroy, Washington, $2,500, (RNC); William 
T. Grant, Greenwich, $1,000 (2); Mrs. James C, Greenway, 
Greenwich, $3,000 (RNC); Hon. Walter Howe, Litchfield, $1,000 
(RNC); Mark Thompson McKee, Seymour, $1,000 (RNC); George 
D. Pratt, Bridgewater, $1,500 (16), $4,000 (18); George D, Pratt 
Jr., Bridgewater, $2,000 (18), $4,000 (17); Mr.& Mrs, S.F, Pryor, 
Greenwich, $2,000 (RNC); Gordon W. Reed, $1,000 (RNC); Joseph 
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Political Spending - 4 


Verner Reed, Greenwich, $1,000 (RNC); Mrs, Pemelia P. Reed, 
Greenwich, $1,000 (RNC); Theodore S, Ryan, Sharon, $1,500 (3); 
Thomas S, Ryan, Semon, $1,500 (3); Mrs. H.C. Tate, Westport, 
$1,000 (RNC); Dewitt Wallace, Greenwich, $1,000 (RSCC); Arthur 
K,. Watson, New Canaan, $1,000 (RNC); Connecticut Republican 
Finance Committee, Hartford, $2,000 (RSCC), $10,000 (NRCC); 
United Republican Dinner Committee, $2,294.78 (RNC), $28,000 
(RSCC), 


DELAWARE 


Alfred E, Bissell, Wilmington, $1,000 (5); T.E. Brittingham, 
Jr., Wilmington, $1,043.66 (5); T.E. Brittingham. III, Greenville, 
$1,016.28 (5); Thomas H, Brittingham Jr., Wilmington, $1,641 
(RNC); E.N, Carpenter III, Wilmington, $2,000 (5); W.S. Carpenter 
Jr., Wilmington, $3,000 (5); $3,000 (RNC); Mr. & Mrs. W.S. 
Carpenter III, Wilmington, $1,537.58 (5); L. duPont Copeland, 
Wilmington, $3,000 (5); Pamela Copeland, Wilmington, $2,000 (5); 
Mrs. Reynolds duPont, Greenville, $1,000 (RSCC); Mrs. Ellason 
Downs, Wilmington, $1,000 (5), $1,000 (RNC); M.L. Downs, Wil- 
mington, $1,000 (5); R.N. Downs, Wilmington, $1,000 (5); Mrs. 
R.N. Downs, Wilmington, $3,000 (5). 


Renee Draper, Wilmington, $1,000 (5); A, Felix duPont Jr., 
Wilmington, $2,000 (5); Edmond duPont, Wilmington, $1,000(RNC), 
$1,000 (5); E.E, duPont, Wilmington, $3,000 (5); Emile F. duPont, 
Wilmington, $1,000 (RNC), Emily duPont, Wilmington, $2,000 (5); 
Henry B, duPont, Wilmington, $1,500 (RNC), $1,500 (NRCC); Mrs. 
Henry B, duPont, Greenville, $1,000(RNC); H.F, duPont, Wilming- 
ton, $3,000 (5); Irenee du Pont, Wilmington, $3,000 (5), $3,000 
(RNC); Irenee du Pont Jr., Wilmington, $1,000 (RNC); Lammot du 
Pont Jr., Wilmington, $2,000 (5); Mrs. Lammot du Pont, Wilming- 
ton, $3,000 (5); $1,000 (RNC); P.S. du Pont III, Wilmington, 
$3,000 (5); Mrs. P.S, duPont III, Wilmington, $1,000 (5). 


Pierre S, du Pont, III, Wilmington, $3,000 (NRCC); Reynolds 
du Pont, Wilmington, $3,000 (5); Reynolds du Pont, Wilmington, 
$2,000 (RNC); S.H. du Pont, Wilmington, $3,000 (5); William du 
Pont Jr., Wilmington, $3,000 (5), $3,000 (RNC); G.P. Edmonds, 
Wilmington, $1,000 (5); C.H. Greenewalt, Wilmington, $3,000 (5); 
Mrs. C,H, Greenewalt, Wilmington, $1,000 (RSCC); Mrs, Mar- 
garetta L. Greenewalt, Greenville, $1,000 (RNC); W.F. Harring- 
ton, Wilmington, $1,000 (5); H.G. Haskell, Wilmington, $2,000 (5); 
Hon, Harry G, Haskell Jr., Wilmington, $3,000 (RNC); $1,435 
(NRCC); Mary Haskell, Wilmington, $2,000 (5). 


John W, Kane, Wilmington, $1,000 (5); C.J. Killoran, Wilming- 
ton, $1,000 (5); W.W. Laird, Wilmington, $2,000(5); Wm. W., Laird, 
Wilmington, $1,000 (RNC); Greta Layton, Wilmington, $1,000 (5); 
Ellice McDonald, Wilmington, $2,000 (RNC); Rosa McDonald, 
Wilmington, $1,000 (5); Mrs. Ernest N, May, Wilmington, $3,000 
(RNC); $3,000 (5); W.F. Raskob, Wilmington, $1,000 (RNC); 
William F, Raskob, Wilmington, $1,000 (5); Nancy Reynolds, 
Wilmington, $1,500 (5); W.G. Reynolds, Wilmington, $1,000 (5); 
Mrs. W, Glasgow Reynolds, Wilmington, $1,000 (RNC); Edith 
Riegel, Wilmington, $1,000 (5); Richard Riegel, Wilmington, 
$1,000 (5); Richard Riegel, Greenville, $3,000 (RNC). 


Phyllis Schutt, Wilmington, $1,000 (5); H.R. Sharp, Wilming- 
ton, $3,000 (5); H. Rodney Sharp, Wilmington, $3,000 (RNC); Mrs. 
J.B.H. Thouron, Wilmington, $2,000 (RNC); S.A. White, Delmar, 
$1,000 (5); J.J. Williams, Millsboro, $2,000(5); Howard P. Wilson, 
New Castle, $1,000 (5); W.A. Worth, Wilmington, $1,000 (RNC), 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


I.W. Abel, Washington, $5,000 (DSCC); Harold B. Alderson, 
Washington, $1,000 (DSCC); C.T. Anderson, Washington, $2,000, 
$1,000 (DSCC); Robert G. Baker, Washington, $1,000 (DSCC); 
Leslie E, Biffle, Washington,—$1,000 (DSCC); Hon. Wiley T. 
Buchanan Jr., Washington, $1,000 (RNC); Oscar L. Chapman, 
Washington, $1,500 (DSCC); Mrs. Thurmond Chatham, Washington, 
$1,000 (DNC); Clark M. Clifford, Washington, $1,000 (DSCC); 
J. Milton Cooper, $1,000 (credit New Jersey and New York) (DNC); 


Mr. & Mrs. Arnold Cone, Washington, $1,000 (DSCC); Thomas 
G, Corcoran, Washington, $3,000 (DSCC); Thomas G, Corcoran 
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$2,500 (DCCC); Thomas G, Corcoran, Washington, $1,000 (DCCC), 
Michael J, Deutch, Washington, $1,000 (DNC); C.D. Dillon, Wash. 
ington, $3,000 (3); Mrs. C.D. Dillon, Washington, $2,000 (3); 
William C, Doherty, Washington, $1,200 (DNC); Hon, Charles 
C, Finucane, Washington, $1,000 (RNC); J.C. Folger, Washington 
$1,000 (RNC); Honorable John Clifford Folger, Washington, 
$2,000 (RNC), 


Mr. & Mrs, J. Clifford Folger, Washington, $1,000 (6); Mrs, 
J.C, Folger, Washington, $2,000 (RNC); Mrs, Chandler Hale, 
Washington, $1,000 (RNC); Louis A. Johnson, Washington, $1,000 
(DSCC); Garfield I, Kass, Washington, $1,000 (RNC); Joseph D, 
Keenan, Washington, $1,000 (DSCC); W.J. Kenney, Washington 
$1,000 (DNC); W. John Kenney, Washington, $1,000 (DSCC), 
Michael J. Kirwan, Washington, $2,000 (DNC); John Lane, Wash- 
ington, $1,000 (DSCC); Mrs. Terese D, Lane, Washington, $1,000 
(DSCC); Carl Levin, Washington, $1,000 (DNC); Edw. F, McGinnis, 
Washington, $1,000 (RNC), 


James McGranery, Washington, $1,000 (DSCC); Judge James 
McGranery, Washington, $1,000 (DSCC); E, Perkins McGuire, 
Washington, $1,000 (NRCC); Patrick A, McKenna, Washington, 
$1,000 (DNC); Harold C, Miller, Washington, $1,000 (DSCC); 
Charles H. Murchison, Washington, $1,000 (DSCC); Charles §S, 
Murphy, Washington, $1,000 (DNC); Eli L. Oliver, Washington, 
$1,000 (14); C. Leo De Orsey, Washington, $1,000(RNC); Jefferson 
Patterson, Washington, $1,000 (NRCC); Stanley I. Posner, Wash- 
ington, $1,000 (RSCC); Mr. & Mrs. Dudley C, Sharp, Washington, 
$1,000 (RSCC), $1,000 (NRCC), 


Hobart A, Spalding, Washington, $1,000 (DNC); Philip M, 
Stern, Washington, $1,000 (DNC); L. Corrin Strong, Washington, 
$1,200 (6); John L, Sullivan, Washington, $3,500 (DSCC); Edward 
C. Sweeney, Washington, $1,000 (NRCC), $1,000 (RSCC); Ernest 
C, Tucker, Washington, $1,000 (DSCC); Arnold, Fortas and Porter 
Washington, $1,000 (DNC); AFL-CIO COPE, $9,500 (12); Com- 
mittee on Political Education Central Labor Union, Washington, 
$1,000 (DNC); Communications Workers of America, Washington, 
$1,000 (16); Democratic Central Comm. of the District of Colum- 
bia, Washington, $5,000, $1,000 (DNC), 


Democratic National Comm. Washington, $13,750 (advance) 
(DCCC); International Association of Machinists, Washington, 
$12,500 (13); International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers - 
COPE, Washington, $7,500 (12); International Union of Electrical, 
Radio and Machine Workers, Washington, $1,000 (16); $1,000 
(DNC); Machinists Non-Partisan Political League, Washington, 
$1,000 (DNC); Railway Labor’s Political League, Washington, 
$5,000 (DCCC), $1,000 (DNCC); Republican State Committee in 
and for the District of Columbia, $29,248 (RNC), 


FLORIDA 


Norman S. Brown, Tampa, $1,000 (DSCC); Norman Brown, 
Tampa, $1,000 (DSCC); Roy Brown, Tampa, $1,000 (DSCC); LeRoy 
Collins, Tallahassee, $1,000 (DNC); J.P. Corcoran, Tampa, $1,000 
(DSCC); Arthur V. Davis, Miami, $2,000 (RNC); William C. 
Demetree, Jacksonville, $1,500 (DSCC); Harry L. Fine, Palm 
Beach, $1,000 (RNC); Theodore S. Gary, Miami Beach, $1,000 
(RNC); John D, Larken, Jacksonville, $1,500 (DSCC); Wm. B. Mac- 
Donald Jr., Miami Beach, $2,000 (DSCC); W.L. Morrison, . 
Miami, $1,000 (RNC); W.V. Pangborne, $1,000 (RNC); Lou Poller, 
$1,000 (DNC); N.W. Roth, Orlando, $1,000 (RNC), 


J.G. Sample, Naples, $1,000 (2); Mrs. Helen Scanlon Semple, 
Naples, $1,000 (2); George B. Storer, Miami Beach, $1,000 (3); 
Hewett Walker, Tampa, $1,000 (DSCC); Herbert Wolfe, St. Augus- 
tine, $1,000 (DSCC); H.E. Wolfe, St. Augustine, $1,000 (DSCC); 
Republican Finance Committee of Florida, Miami Beach, $2,000 
(NRCC); Republican Finance Committee of Florida, Tampa, 
$4,000 (NRCC), $10,900 (RSCC). 


GEORGIA 


A.R, Clancy, Atlanta, $1,000 (RSCC); J.W. Jones, Atlanta, 
$1,000 (3); Republican State Central Committee of Georgia, 
$2,500 (RNC); Republican State Central Committee, Atlanta, 
$2,000 (NRCC). 























IDAHO 


Clarence Elle, Pocatello, $2,112 (DSCC); H.B. Markham, 
Pocatello, $3,000 (RSCC); Idaho Republican Budget and Finance 
Committee, Boise, $1,000 (RSCC); Twin Falls County Republican 
Central Committee, $1,500 (RNC). 


ILLINOIS 


Henry B. Babson, Chicago, $1,000 (RNC); Fred E, Carlstedt, 
Chicago, $1,000 (RNC); Cornelius Crane, Chicago, $1,000 (RNC); 
Charles W. Davis, Chicago, $1,000 (DCCC), $3,000 (DSCC); 
Marshall Field Jr., Chicago, $1,000 (8); Mr. & Mrs. Marshall 
Field Jr., Chicago, $5,000 (RNC); David Graham, Chicago, $1,100 
(NRCC); Morris H, Hirsh, Chicago, $1,000 (16); Irvin Jacobs, 
Chicago, $1,000 (RNC); John A, King, Chicago, $1,000 (RNC); Fow- 
ler McCormick, Chicago, $3,000 (RNC), 


Mrs. Fowler McCormick, Chicago, $2,000 (RNC); Stephen A, 
Mitchell, Chicago, $1,000 (DCCC); $1,000 (DSCC); Miss Eunice W, 
Olin, Alton, $3,000 (RNC); J.M. Olin, East Alton, $3,000 (2); Mrs. 
John M, Olin, Alton, $3,000(NRCC); Spencer T. Olin, Alton, $3,000 
(RNC), $3,000 (RSCC); $3,000 (NRCC); Mrs. Spencer T. Olin, 
Alton, $3,000 (RNC); William A, Patterson, Chicago, $1,000(RNC); 
Samuel Rothberg, Peoria, $1,000 (DSCC); JohnG, Searle, Chicago, 
$1,000 (RNC); Edw. C. Sweeney, $1,000 (RNC); Gen. Robert E, 
Wood, Chicago, $1,430.31 (15); Citizens Finance Committee of 
Madison County, $5,000 (RNC), 


Democratic Party of Cook County, Chicago ,$17,000 (DNC); 
Illinois Machinists’ Non-Partisan Political League, Springfield, 
$1,091.25 (13); Lodge 701, Chicago, $1,000 (13); Saint Clair City 
Republican Fund, $3,000 (RNC); United Republican Fund of Illi- 
nois, $119,004.14 (RNC); United Republican Fund of Illinois, 
Chicago, $42,554.60 (NRCC), $19,524 (RSCC), 


INDIANA 


Robert S, Charles, Richmond, $1,000 (4); Mrs. Marguerite 
L. Noyes, Indianapolis, $1,000 (RNC), $2,000 (RNC); Richard A, 
O’Conner, Fort Wayne, $1,000 (15); Indiana Democratic State 
Central Committee, Indianapolis, $10,000 (DNC); St. Joseph County 
Democratic Central Comm,, South Bend, $1,549 (DNC); Republi- 
can Citizen’s Finance Committee of Indiana, $9,100 (RNC); Repub- 
lican Citizens Finance Committee, Indianapolis, $61,800 (NRCC), 
$43,500 (RSCC), 


IOWA 
Fred Bohan, Des Moines, $1,000 (RNC); W. Harold Brenton, 


Des Moines, $1,000 (RNC); Republican Finance Committee of Iowa, 
$14,450 (RNC), $15,000 (NRCC). 


KANSAS 
Mrs. Olive Ann Beech, Wichita, $1,000 (RNC); Kansas Demo- 


cratic State Comm., $3,400 (DNC); United Republican Dinner, 
Kansas City, $1,500 (RSCC). 


KENTUCKY 
Earle C, Clements, Morganfield, $1,000 (DSCC); Lewis G, 
Kaye, Louisville, $1,500 (RNC); Republican State Central Com- 


mittee, Kentucky, $1,000 (RNC); Salute to Peace Dinner, $9,839.05 
(RNC). 


LOUISIANA 


Mrs. Edgar B. Stern, New Orleans, $1,700 (18); Louisiana 
Republican State Central Committee, $1,000 (RNC). 


MAINE 


Maine Republican State Committee, $4,500 (RNC). 





Political Spending - 5 
MARYLAND 


Hilda K, Blaustein, Baltimore, $1,000 (DSCC); David Hume, 
Bryantown, $1,000 (DNC); Hon. & Mrs. W. Randolph Burgess, 
Queenstown, $1,000 (RNC); Chad F, Calhoun, Chevy Chase, $1,200 
(6); Montgomery M, Green, HavredeGrace, $1,000(RSCC); Joseph 
Katz, Baltimore, $1,000 (DNC); William R. Morse, Hyattsville, 
$1,000 (DNC); DeWitt L, Sage, Glyndon, $1,000 (NRCC); W.A, 
Smallwood, Kensington, $1,000 (DNC); Democratic State Central 
Comm, for Montgomery County, Rockville, $1,650 (DNC); United 
Republican Dinner Committee of Maryland, $13,000 (RNC), 


MASSACHUSETTS 


C.F, Adams, Waltham, $1,000 (RNC); Mrs. Carl P. Bennett, 
Brookline, $2,617.39 (RNC); Ralph G, Boyd, Boston, $1,000 (RNC); 
Albert Sprague Coolidge, Cambridge, $1,000 (16); William A, 
Coolidge, Cambridge, $2,000 (RNC); Catherine C, Curtis, Chest- 
nut Hill, $3,000 (RNC), $3,000 (NRCC); Louis Curtis, Boston, 
$3,000 (NRCC); Louisa G, Curtis, Chestnut Hill, $3,000 (RNC), 
$2,000 (NRCC); Laura C, Cutler, Manchester, $3,000 (RNC); 
Tarrant C, Cutler, Boston, $3,000 (NRCC); Mrs, Tarrant C, Cutler 
Boston, $3,000 (NRCC); Mrs, Marie G. Dennett, Brookline, $2,- 
554.38 (2); Roger H. Hallowell, Boston, $1,000 (RNC), 


Henry P. Kendall, Boston, $1,000 (3); Henry P. Kendall, 
Boston, $1,000 (RNC); Arthur W. Kimbell, Boston, $1,000 (RNC); 
Lowell A, Mayberry, Boston, $1,000 (RNC); Donald Ritchie, 
Boston, $2,000 (RNC); Benjamin Allen Rowland, Andover, $1,000 
(NRCC); Serge Semenenko, Boston, $2,000 (NRCC); R.C, Sprague, 
Newton, $1,000 (RNC); Abraham Stone, Brockton, $1,500 (DSCC); 
Anne A, Stone, Brockton, $3,000 (DSCC); David A, Stone, Brock- 
ton, $3,000 (DSCC); David G, Stone, Malden, $1,000 (DSCC); 
Stephen Stone, Malden, $1,500 (DSCC); Hon, Sinclair Weeks, Bos- 
ton, $1,000 (RNC); Whiting Willauer, Boston, $1,000 (RSCC), 


Edward P. Wyeth, Boston, $1,000 (NRCC); Jefferson-Jackson 
Committee, Boston, $1,000 (DNC); Massachusetts Republican 
Finance Committee, Boston, $7,500 (RSCC), $2,500 (NRCC), 
$32,554.38 (RNC). 


MICHIGAN 


Frederick M, Alger Jr., Detroit, $1,000 (RNC); John W. Blod- 
gett Jr., Grand Rapids, $3,000 (NRCC), $1,000 (RSCC); Benson 
Ford, Grosse Pointe Farms, $1,000 (3); Mrs. Edsel B. Ford, 
Detroit, $1,000 (2); Henry Ford II, Dearborn, $3,000 (2); Roy F. 
Fruehauf, Detroit, $2,500 (DSCC); Elisha Gray II, St. Joseph, 
$1,000 (RSCC); Ormond E, Hunt, Bloomfield Hills, $1,000 (NRCC); 
Ernest Kanzler, Detroit, $1,000 (RNC); Robert H, Kanzler, 
Detroit, $1,000 (RNC); Mark T. McKen, Detroit, $1,000 (RNC); 
L.D, Rahilly, Grand Rapids, $1,000 (DSCC); George W. Romney, 
Detroit, $1,000 (RNC); Arthur E. Summerfield, Flint, $2,500 
(NRCC); Berrien County Republican Committee, St. Joseph, 
$7,500 (NRCC), 


Democratic State Central Comm., Lansing, $2,695.59 (DNC); 
Kent County Republican Finance Committee, Grand Rapids, $6,000 
(RSCC); Lansing United Republican Finance Committee, Lansing, 
$7,200 (RSCC); Lansing United Republican Dinner, $1,623.30 
(RNC); Republican Committee of Oakland County, Birmingham, 
$5,000 (RSCC); Republican State Finance Committee, $53,970.75 
(RNC); Republican State Finance Committee, Lansing, $20,000 
(NRCC), $3,500 (RSCC); Republican State Finance Committee, 
Bloomfield Hills, $5,000 (RSCC); St. Clair County Republican 
Committee, $2,000 (RNC); United Auto Workers, Detroit, $8,500 
(16); UAW-CIO Political Action Committee, Detroit, $1,000 
(DNC); UAW COPE, Detroit, $2,000 (DSCC), 


MINNESOTA 


Fred Anderson, Bayport, $1,000 (3); James F, Bell, Minnea- 
polis, $1,500 (RNC); E.W. Davis, St. Paul, F.K. Weyerhaeuser, 
St. Paul, Frederick K, Weyerhaeuser, Tacoma, (Wash.), $1,000 
(2); H.W. Davis, St. Paul, F, Weyerhaeuser, St. Paul, Frederick 
K. Weyerhaeuser, Tacoma, $1,000 (RNC); Hon, Daniel C, Gainey, 
Owatonna, $1,000 (RNC); Charles A, Ward, St. Paul, $2,000 (RNC); 
Minnesota Republican Finance Committee, $13,019.83 (RNC); 
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Political Spending - 6 


Minnesota Republican Finance Committee, Minneapolis, $2,403.96 
(RSCC), $34,615.86 (NRCC); Minnesota United Republican Dinner, 
$5,000 (RNC). 


MISSISSIPPI 
Republican Party, Mississippi, $1,000 (RNC). 
MISSOURI 


W.M, Akin, St. Louis, $1,000 (RNC); A.L.GunstinJr., Kansas 
City, $1,000 (2); T.L. Kelce, St. Louis, $2,000 (NRCC); Chapin S, 
Newhard, St. Louis, $1,000 (NRCC); Kenneth A, Spencer, Kansas 
City, $3,000 (NRCC); Joseph L. Werner, St. Louis, $2,000 (RSCC), 
$3,000 (NRCC); Democratic City Central Committee of St. Louis, 
St. Louis, $1,000 (DNC); District 9, St. Louis, $7,309.52 (13); Jack- 
son City Republican Committee, $4,000 (RNC); Missouri Republi- 
can State Committee, Villa Ridge, $4,500 (NRCC), $4,500 (RSCC); 
United Republican Dinner Committee, $5,428.30 (RNC); United 
Republican Dinner Committee, Kansas City, $2,087.80 (RSCC); 
$8,351.22 (NRCC), 


MONTANA 


Montana State Republican Finance Committee, $4,000 (RNC); 
Montana State Republican Finance Committee, Helena, $2,000 
(NRCC), $1,000 (RSCC), 


NEBRASKA 


Nebraska Republican Budget and Finance Committee, $12,- 
781.72 (RNC); Nebraska Republican Finance and Budget Com- 
mittee, Columbus, $4,440.53 (NRCC), 


NEVADA 


E.L. Cord, Reno, $2,000 (DNC); Nevada Republican State Cen- 
tral Committee, $1,100 (RNC). 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 


Mr. & Mrs, Walter L, Barker, Nashua, $2,500 (RNC); Robert 
P. Burroughs, Manchester, $1,000 (RNC); John L, Sullivan, $1,000 
(DNC); New Hampshire Republican Finance Committee, Man- 
chester, $4,000 (NRCC); Republican Finance Committee, $2,000 
(RNC). 


NEW JERSEY 


Robert L, Booke, Newark, $1,000 (RNC); Hon, F.F. Brundage, 
$1,000 (RNC); Robert S. Conahay III, Morristown, $1,000 (DNC); 
Clinton Davidson, $1,000 (RNC); Mrs, Flora Davidson, Bernards- 
ville, $1,000 (RNC); Hon. C. Douglas Dillon, $2,500 (2); John T. 
Dorrance Jr., Camden, $1,000 (3); $1,000 (2); Alfred E, Drewes, 
Englewood, $1,000 (RNC); C.W. Engelhard, Newark, $2,500 (DSCC); 
Mr. C.W, Engelhard, Newark, $1,000 (DNC); Raymond R. Hartz, 
Madison, $1,000 (RNC); D.J. Martin, Summit, $1,000 (DSCC); 
Robert B, Meyner, Princeton, $1,000 (DNC); Charles J. Milton, 
Jersey City, $1,000 (DNC); W.B. Murphy, Camden, $1,000 (RNC); 
O. Murtz, West Orange, $1,000 (DSCC). 


Dwight R.G, Palmer, Trenton, $1,000 (DNC); Sylvester C, 
Smith Jr., Phillipsburg, $1,000 (DNC); New Jersey Machinists’ 
Non-Partisan Political League, Newark, $2,000 (13); New Jersey 
Republican Finance Committee, Paterson, $2,000 (NRCC); Repub- 
lican Finance Committee of New Jersey, $2,500 (RNC), 


NEW MEXICO 


Robert O, Anderson, Roswell, $1,000 (RSCC); Albert K, Mit- 
chell, Albert, $1,000 (RSCC), $3,000 (NRCC); Hon, Albert K. 
Mitchell, Albert, $3,000 (RNC); Tom Polack, Farmington, $1,000 
(RNC); Albert G. Sims, Albuquerque, $1,000 (RNC); Albert G. 
Simms, Albuquerque, $1,000 (RNC). 
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NEW YORK 


Winthrop W. Aldrich, NYC, $1,000 (8); Mrs. Winthrop w, 
Aldrich, NYC, $1,000 (8); Frank Altschul, NYC, $1,000 (DNC) 
$2,500 (DCCC); Amyas Ames, NYC, $1,000(8); Oliver D, Appleton, 
Mount Kisco, $1,000 (8); Frazer A, Bailey, NYC, $1,000 (RNC): 
George F. Baker Jr., NYC, $2,000 (8); Mrs. George F, Baker 
NYC, $1,500 (8); Walter Beinecke, NYC, $1,000 (DSCC); William 
S. Beinecke, NYC, $1,000 (8); William Benton, NYC, $1,000 (DNC); 
Josephine P. Bey, NYC, $2,500 (DSCC); Joseph P. Binns, NYC 
$1,000 (8); C.R. Black Jr., NYC, $1,000 (RNC); Roger M. Blough, 
NYC, $1,000 (3); Albert C, Bostwick, Westbury, $1,000 (8); George 
T. Bowdoin, NYC, $1,000 (8); Harry Brandt, NYC, $2,000 (DCCC); 
Peter Bratti, NYC, $1,000 (8). 


Hon, Bruce Bromley, NYC, $1,000 (8); Mrs. Mellon Bruce, 
NYC, $2,000 (8); Carl M, Brukenfeld, NYC, $1,000 (DSCC); W.,G, 
Buckner, NYC, $3,000 (3); Hugh Bullock, NYC, $3,000 (8), $1,000 
(RNC); Lowell R. Burch, NYC, $1,000 (8); Shirley C, Burden, 
NYC, $1,000 (8); William A.M, Burden, NYC, $1,000 (RNC); 
$3,000 (8); John L. Burns, NYC, $1,000(RNC); Anthony S, Caccione, 
NYC, $1,000 (RNC); Alexander Calder, NYC, $1,000 (8); Chris- 
topher T. Chenery, NYC, $1,000 (8); Christopher T, Chenery, 
NYC, $1,000 (8); Lansdell K. Christie, NYC, $3,000 (DNCC); F, 
Ambrose Clark, NYC, $1,000 (8); Ivor B, Clark, NYC, $1,500 (8), 


Stephen Clark, NYC, $3,000 (8); Miss Alice S, Coffin, NYC, 
$2,000 (8); Henry P. Cole, NYC, $1,000 (8); Mrs. S. Sloan Colt, 
NYC, $1,000 (8); Mrs. Pauline Cowan, NYC, $1,000 (DCCC); 
Richard C, Cowell, NYC, $1,800 (8); Gardner Cowles, NYC, 
$1,000 (8); $1,000 (RNC); Charles R, Cox, NYC, $1,000 (RNC); 
Lou R, Crandall, NYC, $1,000 (8); L. Arthur Cushman, NYC, 
$1,000 (8); Mrs. Agnes L, Dana, NYC, $1,000 (8); Mrs. Henry P, 
Davison, Locust Valley, $2,500 (8); Eli Whitney Debevoise, NYC, 
$1,000 (8); Anne E, Delop (for Roger Stevens), NYC, $3,000 
(DSCC); Hon. Thomas E, Dewey, NYC, $1,000 (8). 


Clarence Dillon, NYC, $2,500 (3), $2,500 (8); J. Richardson 
Dilworth, NYC, $1,000 (8); M. Hartley Dodge, NYC, $1,000 (8); 
De Coppet Doremus, NYC, $3,000 (8); Miss Doris Duke, NYC, 
$3,000 (8); Otto R. Eggers, NYC, $1,000(8); Frederick L, Ehrman, 
NYC, $1,500 (8); Abraham Feinberg, NYC, $1,000 (DNC); Horace 
C, Flanigan, NYC, $1,000 (8); Henry C, Flower Jr., NYC, $1,000 
(8); Edward H. Foley, $1,000 (DNC); Morris Forgash, NYC, 
$1,000 (RNC); John M, Franklin, NYC, $1,000 (RNC); Michael 
Fribourg, NYC, $2,500 (DSCC); G. Keith Funston, NYC, $1,000 (2); 
Col, & Mrs. Edgar Garbisch, NYC, $1,000 (2). 


Harold L. Glasser, NYC, $1,000 (DSCC); Louis J, Glickman, 
NYC, $1,000 (DCCC); Robert G. Goelet, NYC, $1,000 (8); Jack 
Goldfarb, NYC, $1,000 (8); N.P. Goulandris, NYC, $1,000 (NRCC); 
William T. Grant, NYC, $1,000(8); James A.Grazier, NYC, $1,000 
(RNC); Stanton Griffis, NYC, $1,000 (DSCC); Harry F. Guggen- 
heim, NYC, $2,000 (RNC); Hon, Harry F. Guggenheim, NYC, 
$3,000 (8); Mrs. Simon Guggenheim, NYC, $1,000 (8); Mrs. James 
B. Haggin, NYC, $1,000 (8); W. Harnischfeger, Milwaukee, $1,000 
(RSCC); Averell Harriman, Albany, $1,000 (DNC); E, Roland 
Harriman, NYC, $2,000 (3); $3,000 (2), $1,000 (NRCC), $3,000 
(8), $1,000 (RSCC), $1,000 (RNC); Mrs. E. Roland Harriman, 
NYC, $3,000 (2); Sam Harris, NYC, $1,000 (DSCC), 


Henry U. Harris, NYC, $1,225 (8); W.C. Heeley, NYC, $1,000 
(RNC); Harry Davis Henshel, NYC, $1,000 (DSCC); Mrs. J.B. 
Hoggin, NYC, $1,000 (3); Mrs. J. Holladay Philbin, NYC, $1,000 
(NRCC); Eugene Holman, NYC, $1,000 (8); R.A. Hummel, NYC, 
$1,000 (15); E.F. Hutton, NYC, $2,500 (8); Clayton Irwin, NYC, 
$2,000 (RNC); John N, Irwin II, NYC, $1,000(8); John N, Irwin III, 
$1,000 (RNC); Henry Ittleson Jr., NYC, $1,500 (8); B. Brewster 
Jennings, NYC, $1,000 (8); Mrs. Oliver G, Jennings, NYC, $2,000 
(8); Norman Johnson, NYC, $1,000 (DSCC); Mrs. Nettie M, Jones, 
NYC, $2,500 (3); W. Alton Jones, NYC, $2,500 (3); Devereux C. 
Josephs, NYC, $1,000 (8); Mrs. Alice M, Kaplan, NYC, $2,000 
(16); J.M. Kaplan, NYC, $1,000 (DNC). 


Jack Kaplan, NYC, $1,000 (16); Alfred B, Kastor, Camillus, 
$1,000 (8); Alfred B. Kastor, Mt. Kisco, $2,000 (8); David M. 
Keiser, NYC, $3,000 (8); Joseph H, King, NYC, $1,000 (2); Arnold 


























s, Kirkeby, NYC, $3,000 (8); Michael J, Kirwan, Washington, 
$1,000 (DNC); Mrs. William Korn, NYC, $1,000 (18); Lewis A, 
Lapham, NYC, $1,000 (NRCC); Chester J. LaRoche, NYC, $1,000 
CC); Mrs. Albert D, Lasker, NYC, $2,500 (DNCC), $1,250 
CC), $1,000 (DNC); Mary Woodard Lasker, NYC, $1,250 
(DSCC); Mrs. William Laughlin, NYC, $1,000(8);S, Ralph Lazrus, 
NYC, $1,000 (DNC), 


Sidney B. Lefschultz, NYC, $1,000 (DSCC); Hon, Herbert H. 
Lehman, NYC, $1,000 (16); $2,500 (DSCC), $1,000 (DNC); Robert 
Lehman, NYC, $1,000 (RNC); Samuel Ungerleider, NYC, $1,000 
(8); Mrs, David M, Levy, NYC, $2,500(16); E.B, Lewis Jr., $1,000 
(DSCC); Thayer Lindsley, NYC, $1,000 (8); Carl M. Loeb Jr., 
NYC, $1,000 (8); John L. Loeb, NYC, $1,250 (8); Mrs. John L. 
Loeb, NYC, $1,250 (8); Mrs. Farnsworth Loomis, NYC, $2,000 
(8); Henry R, Luce, NYC, $1,000 (8), $3,000 (RNC). 


David L, Luke Jr., NYC, $1,000 (RNC); David L. Luke III, 
NYC, $3,000 (NRCC); Mrs, David L, Luke III, NYC, $3,000 (NRCC); 
Mrs. Fanny C, Luke, NYC, $3,000 (RNC); Mrs. Henry McSweeney, 
New Rochelle, $2,000 (8); Mrs. Joseph V. McMullan, NYC, 
$3,000 (8); Mrs. G,. Macculloch Miller, NYC, $2,000 (8); Mrs. 
Vadim Makaroff, NYC, $1,000 (8); W.G. Maguire, NYC, $1,000 
(8); John H, Mahoney, NYC, $1,000 (NRCC); Mrs. Jean Mauze, 
NYC, $3,000 (3); The Mayer Family, NYC, $2,000 (18); Jeremiah 
Milbank, NYC, $1,500 (8); Mrs. Jeremiah Milbank, NYC, $1,000 
(8); George S. Montgomery Jr., NYC, $1,000 (15). 


Maurice T. Moore, NYC, $1,000 (8); Henry S. Morgan, NYC, 
$3,000 (8); J.W. Mullen, Fleetwood, $1,000 (DSCC); Wm. Nathan- 
son, NYC, $1,000 (DSCC), $1,000 (DCCC), $1,000 (DNC); Maurice 
Newton, Old Brookville, $1,000 (8); Mrs. Bernice S. Nichols, 
NYC, $1,000 (RNC); Thomas S, Nichols, NYC, $2,500 (RNC); Jan- 
sen Noyes, NYC, $1,000 (RNC); Mrs, Jansen Noyes, NYC, $1,000 
(8); Frederick N. Nulins Jr., NYC, $1,000 (DSCC); H.L. O’Brien, 
NYC, $1,425 (3); John M, Olin, NYC, $3,000 (NRCC); A.S. Onasis, 
NYC, $2,500 (RSCC); Robert G. Page, NYC, $1,000 (8); William 
S. Paley, NYC, $1,000 (8). 


Morehead Patterson, NYC, $1,000 (RNC); Charles S, Payson, 
NYC, $1,000 (8); Mrs. Charles S, Payson, NYC, $3,000 (8), 
$3,000 (RNC), $3,000 (NRCC), $3,000 (RSCC); George W. Perkins, 
NYC, $1,000 (8); Thomas L, Perkins, NYC, $1,000 (8); Ellis L. 
Phillips, NYC, $3,000 (8); Edward S, Pinney, NYC, $1,000 (8); 
H. Irving Pratt, NYC, $2,500 (8); John T, Pratt Jr., NYC, $2,000 
(8); Mrs. Harold I, Pratt, NYC, $2,000 (8); Mrs. John T, Pratt, 
NYC, $2,500 (8); Mrs. John T. Pratt Jr., Glen Cove, $1,000 (8); 
Mrs. A.R, Prentice, NYC, $3,000 (RNC); Mrs. E, Parmalee 
Prentice, NYC, $3,000 (8). 


Mrs, Paul Pryibil, NYC, $1,000 (8); Frank C, Rand Jr., NYC, 
$1,000 (NRCC), $1,000 (8); Ogden R,. Reid, NYC, $1,000 (8), 
$1,000 (RNC); Wm. E, Reid, Scarsdale, $3,400 (DSCC); Charles 
H, Revson, NYC, $1,000 (8); Torkild Rieber, NYC, $1,000 (8); 
Clifford Roberts, NYC, $1,000 (RNC), $1,000 (8), $1,000 (3); 
William E, Robinson, NYC, $1,000 (8); David Rockefeller, NYC, 
$1,000 (RNC), $2,000 (8); $3,000 (3); Mrs. David Rockefeller, 
NYC, $3,000 (8); John D, Rockefeller Jr., NYC, $3,000 (RSCC); 
$3,000 (3), $3,000 (RNC), $2,500 (8); Mrs. John D, Rockefeller 
Jr., NYC, $3,000 (RNC), $3,000 (3). 


John D. Rockefeller III, NYC, $2,000 (8), $3,000 (3); Mrs. 
John D. Rockefeller III, NYC, $3,000 (8); LauranceS, Rockefeller, 
NYC, $2,000 (8), $3,000 (3), $3,000 (RNC); Mrs. Laurance S, 
Rockefeller, NYC, $2,000 (3), $3,000 (8); Martha B. Rockefeller, 
NYC, $3,000 (RSCC); Mrs. Nelson A, Rockefeller, NYC, $3,000 
(8), $1,500 (3); Winthrop Rockefeller, NYC, $1,000 (8); Louis 
Sachar, NYC, $2,000 (DSCC); Aaron S. Saphier, Garden City, 
$1,000 (8); James H. Scheur, NYC, $1,000 (DCCC); John M. 
Schiff, NYC, $3,000 (8); Mrs. John M, Schiff, NYC, $1,000 (8); 
Louis Schott, NYC, $2,500 (DSCC), 


Nathan Schulman, NYC, $2,500 (DNCC); David Silverman, 
NYC, $1,000 (DSCC); Stanley Simon, NYC, $1,000(DSCC); William 
Simpson, NYC, $1,000 (8); George P. Skouras, NYC, $1,000 (NRCC); 
Spyros P. Skouras, NYC, $1,000 (NRCC); Alfred P. Sloan Jr., 








NYC, $3,000 (RNC), $2,500 (NRCC); $2,500 (RSCC), $3,000 (2); 
A. Arthur Smith, NYC, $1,000 (16); C.R, Smith, NYC, $1,000 
(DSCC); John I. Snyder Jr., NYC, $2,000 (DCCC); Andres Soriano, 
NYC, $1,000 (RNC); E.L. Steiniger, NYC, $1,600 (3); Cecille 
Sternberg, NYC, $3,000 (DSCC); Christabel Stevens, NYC, $3,000 
(DSCC); Christine D. Stevens, NYC, $3,000 (DSCC), 


Robert T, Stevens, NYC, $1,500 (3); Roger L. Stevens, NYC, 
$1,000 (DNC); Chauncey D, Stillman, NYC, $3,000 (8); Donald 
Stralem, NYC, $1,000 (8); Ralph I, Straus, NYC, $1,000 (8); 
W.C, Teagle, NYC, $1,000 (RNC); Mrs. Margaret Thayer Talbott, 
NYC, $1,000 (RNC); Mrs. Robert H. Thayer, NYC, $2,000 (8); 
Charles S, Thomas, NYC, $1,000 (RNC); Mrs. Carll Tucker, NYC, 
$1,000 (3), $2,000 (8); Grover Turnbow, San Francisco, $1,000 (3); 
Louis Ulmann, NYC, $1,000 (DNCC); Alfred G. Vanderbilt, NYC, 
$1,000 (8); Harold S, Vanderbilt, NYC, $3,000(8);De Witt Wallace, 
Pleasantville, $3,000 (8); Mrs. De Witt Wallace, Pleasantville, 
$2,000 (8); Paul Felix Warburg, NYC, $1,000 (8); Arthur K, Wat- 
son, NYC, $2,500 (8); B.S. Watson, Port Washington, $2,000 (3). 


Thomas J, Watson Jr., NYC, $3,000 (8), $1,000 (RNC); Mrs. 
Thomas J, Watson, NYC, $3,000 (8); Mrs, Edwin S, Webster Jr., 
NYC, $1,500 (8); Sidney J. Weinberg, NYC, $1,000 (3); Herbert 
G. Wellington, NYC, $1,000 (8); Mrs. Herbert G. Wellington, 
$1,000 (8); Mrs. F.H, Whiteside, NYC, $1,500 (3); John Hay Whit- 
ney, NYC, $3,000 (8), $1,500 (RNC), $1,500 (NRCC), $1,000 (3); 
Mrs. John Hay Whitney, NYC, $3,000 (8); Robert Winthrop, NYC, 
$1,000 (8); T.A. Yawkey, NYC, $5,000(3);Harrison& Abramovitz, 
NYC, $1,000 (8); A Clean Politics Appeal, NYC, $2,436.90 (18); 
Albany County Democratic Committee, Albany, $1,000 (DNC), 


Amalgamated Political Education Committee, NYC, $1,500 
(DSCC), $1,000 (DNC); Citizens for Bowles, NYC, $5,000 (18); 
Citizens Fund for Hugh Scott, NYC, $1,007.86 (18); Democratic 
State Committee of New York, NYC, $1,000 (DNC); District 15, 
NYC, $2,500 (13); International Ladies’ Garment Workers Union, 
$10,500 (16); New York Chapter Americans for Democratic Action, 
NYC, $1,534.65 (16); New York Committee for Special Demo- 
cratic Projects, NYC, $47,286.45 (DNC); New York State Salute 
to Republicans, NYC, $1,777.45 (RSCC), $7,111.41 (NRCC), 
$33,889.26 (RNC). 


Retail Wholesaler and Dept. Store Union, NYC, $1,000 
(DSCC); Roosevelt Day Dinner Comm., NYC, $7,500 (16); Textile 
Workers Union of America, NYC, $1,000 (16); Union League Club, 
NYC, $6,600 (8); United Republican Finance Committee of the 
State of New York, $68,900 (RNC), $25,750 (RSCC); United Repub- 
lican Finance Committee, NYC, $101,250 (NRCC); United States 
Democrats Senatorial Campaign Advisory Committee, Luncheon 
Receipts, $14,000 (DSCC), 


NORTH CAROLINA 


Joseph M, Bryan, Greensboro, $1,000 (DSCC); Lewis R. 
Holding Jr., Raleigh, $1,000 (DNC); Fred W. Morrison, $1,000 
(DNC); North Carolina Democratic Committee, $2,500 (DSCC); 
North Carolina State Democratic Executive Committee, $1,250 
(DNCC), $5,000 (DCCC), $4,000 (DNC); Jefferson-Jackson Dinner 
Committee, Raleigh, $6,000 (DNC); North Carolina Democratic 
State Jefferson-Jackson Day Dinner Committee, $6,000 (DSCC), 
$1,250 (DNCC); Republican State Central Committee, Taylors- 
ville, $9,378.33 (NRCC), 


NORTH DAKOTA 


North Dakota Republican State Central Committee, $10,200 
(RNC); Republican State Central Committee, Bismarck, $5,000 
(NRCC); Republican State Central Committee of North Dakota, 
Bismarck, $3,000 (RSCC), 


OHIO 


Mr, & Mrs, Ellsworth H, Augustus, Cleveland, $2,700 (RNC); 
James J. Becor, Toledo, $1,000 (RNC); Harold Boeschenstein, 
Toledo, $1,000 (RNC); Hon. Frances P. Bolton, Cleveland, $3,000 
(RNC); Charles R, Book, Middletown, $1,000 (RNC); Courtney 
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Burton, Cleveland, $1,000 (RNC); Ward M, Canady, Toledo, 
$1,000 (2); Owen Clarke, Cleveland, $1,000 (RNC); M.M. Cronk, 
Cleveland, $1,000 (RNC); J.H. Coolidge, Cleveland, $1,000 (RNC); 
J.C. Donell II, Findlay, $1,000 (RNC); Harvey S. Firestone Jr., 
Akron, $3,250 (RNC); Raymond C, Firestone, Akron, $2,500 (RNC); 
John W, Galbreath & Co., Columbus, $1,000 (RSCC), 


Colin Gardner, Middletown, $1,000 (2); Harvey H. Hollinger, 
Akron, $1,500 (RNC); George M. Humphrey, Cleveland, $1,000 
(RNC); L.R. Jackson, Akron, $2,500 (RNC); J. Ward Keener, 
Akron, $1,000 (RNC); Michael J. Kirwan, $1,000 (DNC); W.W. 
Knight, Jr., Toledo, $1,000 (RNC); Fred Lazarus Jr., Cincinnati, 
$1,000 (2); J. Preston Lewis, Toledo, $1,000 (RNC); William E, 
Lewis, Toledo, $1,500 (RNC); H.S. Leyman Jr., Cincinnati, 
$1,000 (RNC); C,H. Murray, Middletown, $1,000 (2). 


W., O’Neill, Akron, $1,000 (2); T.F. Patton, Cleveland, $1,000 
(NRCC); Thomas F, Patton, Cleveland, $1,000 (RNC); John J. 
Shea, Akron, $2,500 (RNC); Vernon Stouffer, Cleveland, $1,000 
(3); F. Morgan Taylor Jr., Cleveland, $1,000(RNC); E.J. Thomas, 
Akron, $1,000 (RNC); Lewis Clark Thomson, Hamilton, $2,500 (2); 
Peter G. Thomson Jr., Cincinnati, $1,250 (RSCC), $1,250(NRCC). 


J.E. Trainer, Akron, $2,500 (RNC); C.M. White, Cleveland, 
$1,000 (NRCC); C.N, White, Cleveland, $1,000 (RNC); Democratic 
Executive Committee of Ohio, Columbus, $5,000 (DNC); Ohio 
Republican Finance Committee, $35,500 (RNC); Ohio Republican 
Finance Committee, Columbus, $27,000 (NRCC), $5,000 (RSCC); 
Ohio Republican Finance Committee, Cleveland, $5,000 (RSCC); 
Young Democrats Banquet, $1,000 (DNCC). 


OKLAHOMA 


Carl B. Anderson, Oklahoma City, $1,000 (RNC); Burl John- 
son, Tulsa, $2,000 (DSCC); T.S. Loffland, Tulsa, $1,000 (RNC); 
Alfred R, Tandy, Tulsa, $4,000 (DSCC); Bailie W. Vinson, Tulsa, 
$1,000 (RNC); Jay P. Walker, Tulsa, $1,000 (RNC); W.N. Warren, 
Tulsa, $1,000 (RNC); C.H. Wright, Tulsa, $1,000 (3); Democratic 
State Central Committee, Oklahoma City, $14,600 (DNC); Report 
to the Nation Dinner Committee, $20,000 (RNC). 


OREGON 


Budget Dinner Account, Republican State Central Committee 
of Oregon, $2,600 (RNC); Democratic Party of Oregon, Portland, 
$1,500 (DNC); Republican State Centxal Committee of Oregon, 
$8,194.78 (RNC), 


PENNSYLVANIA 


I.W. Abel, $1,000 (1); Gustave G. Amsterdam, $1,000 (1); 
Clyde A. Armstrong, Pittsburgh, $1,500 (4); E.T. Asplundh, 
Sewickley, $1,000 (4); Dr. Frederick H. Barth, $1,000 (1); E.M. 
Bartlett, Pittsburgh, $1,000 (RNC); Paul G, Benedum, Pittsburgh, 
$1,000 (4); Charles Benjamin, $1,000 (1); Paul Biggins, $2,000 (1); 
Hon. Victor H. Blanc, $1,000 (1); Samuel Blank, $1,000 (1); 
Roger M., Blough, Pittsburgh, $1,250 (RNC); J. Griffith Boardman, 
$1,000 (1); Curtis Bok, $2,500(1); Mrs. Nellie Lee Bok, $2,500 (1); 
Jerome Boris, $1,000 (1); F.T. Bowen, Pittsburgh, $1,000 (NRCC); 
A.E, Braun, Pittsburgh, $1,000 (4). 


Arthur E, Braun, Pittsburgh, $1,000 (4); Solomon Bronstein, 
$1,500 (1); Richard P. Brown, Philadelphia, $1,000 (RNC); Thomas 
M. Brown, Pittsburgh, $1,000 (4); Mrs. A.M. Bruce, Pittsburgh, 
$2,000 (RSCC); Mrs. Ailsa M, Bruce, Pittsburgh, $2,000 (NRCC), 
$3,000 (RNC); E.P.S, Bruder, $1,000 (1); Mrs. Robert D, Camp- 
bell, Pittsburgh, $1,500 (4); Henry P. Carr, $1,000 (1); Patrick 
Cavanaugh, $1,000 (1); Frank J. Clarke, $1,000 (1); James P. 
Clark, $2,000 (1); Joseph S, Clark, $1,000 (DNC); Samuel M. 
Cooke, $1,000 (1); Norman Denny, $1,000 (1); Thomas DiLauro 
$2,000 (1); W. Harold Dilks, $1,000 (1). 


Richardson Dilworth, $2,500 (1); E.M. Elkin, Pittsburgh, 
$1,000 (NRCC); T.M, Evans, Sewickley, $1,000 (4); B.F. Fairless, 
Ligonier, $1,000 (4); B.F. Fairless, Pittsburgh, $1,000 (RNC); 
Edward A, Filmyer, $1,000 (1); John T. Finnegan, $1,000 (1); 
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Roger S, Firestone, Pottstown, $1,000 (NRCC); William K, Fitch 
Pittsburgh, $1,000 (4); Charles L. Flaccus, Pittsburgh, $1,000 (4): 
Percival H. Foerderer, Philadelphia, $1,000 (RNC); Melvin Fox 
$1,000 (1); Helen C, Frick, Pittsburgh, $1,000 (2); Hon. Thomas 
S. Gates, $1,000 (RNC); Dr. Millard E, Gladfelter, $1,000 (1); Mr, 
& Mrs, Charles J. Graham, Coraopolis, $1,000 (4). 


Archie D, Gray, Pittsburgh, $1,500 (4); Albert M. Greenfield, 
Philadelphia, $1,000 (DSCC); Hon. Albert M, Greenfield, $5,000 
(1); D.D, Greenshields, Pittsburgh, $1,000 (4); Joseph N, Gorson, 
$5,000 (1); Joseph R, Grundy, Bristol, $1,000(NRCC); E.J. Hanley, 
Pittsburgh, $1,000 (4); George R. Hann, Sewickley, $1,000 (4); 
Mrs. J. Hanson Rose, Pittsburgh, $1,000 (4); H.J. Heinz Il, Pitts- 
burgh, $3,000 (4); Mrs. H.J. Heinz II, Pittsburgh, $2,500 (4); 
Joseph Hertweck, $1,000 (1); H.B. Higgins, Sewickley, $2,500 (4); 
David G. Hill, Pittsburgh, $1,000 (4). 


Henry L. Hillman, Pittsburgh, $1,000 (4); Samuel Himmelstein, 
$1,000 (1); Jaroslaw Hladkyj, $1,000 (1); Edwin Hodge Jr., Pitts- 
burgh, $1,000 (4); Gerald Hodge, $1,500(1); C.F. Hood, Pittsburgh, 
$1,000 (RNC); Morton Howard, Philadelphia, $2,500 (DCCC); Joel 
Hunter, Pittsburgh, $1,000 (4); Lorenz Iversen, Pittsburgh, $1,000 
(4); Carl B. Jansen, Pittsburgh, $1,000 (4); B.F. Jones III, Pitts- 
burgh, $1,000 (RNC); B.F. Jones III, Sewickley, $1,000 (4); Vera 
Pitcairn Junge, Philadelphia, $1,000 (2). 


Harry Kalish, $1,500 (1); Lester Kardon, $1,000 (1); Robert 
Kardon, $1,000 (1); J.G. Kassab, Canonburg, $1,000 (4); Percy 
R, Keller, $1,000 (1); Clark W. King, Pittsburgh, $1,000(4); Philip 
Klein, $1,000 (1); Jerome Kline, $1,000(1); Harold E. Kohn, $1,000 
(1); Dr. Leon J. Kolankiewicz, $1,000 (1); Maxwell Korman, 
$1,300 (1); Thomas J, LaBrum, $1,000 (1); Earl Lane, $1,000 (1); 
Ckarles Litman, ($1,000 (1); Charles Lockhart, Pittsburgh,$1,000 
(4); George H. Love, Pittsburgh, $1,000 (4); Mr. & Mrs. George 
H. Love, Pittsburgh, $2,500 (RNC); Thomas B. McCabe, Swarth- 
more, $2,500 (RNC), 


Thomas B. McCabe, Chester, $2,500 (NRCC), $2,000 (RSCC), 
$1,000 (2); Francis X, McClanighan, $1,000(1); Mrs. HH. McClin- 
tic, Pittsburgh, $1,000 (4); Matthew H. McCloskey, Philadelphia, 
$1,000 (DNC); Thomas McCloskey, $1,000 (1); Thomas J. McCor- 
mick, Philadelphia, $1,000 (DNC); John J. McCreesh, $1,000 (1); 
Charles L. McCune, Pittsburgh, $2,500 (4); John R. McCune Jr., 
Pittsburgh, $1,000 (4); Miss Mary McCune, Coraopolis, $2,500 (4); 
Harry K. Madway, $2,500 (1); Frederic R. Mann, Philadelphia, 
$1,000 (DNC), $2,500 (DCCC); $2,500 (1); Silvia E, Mann, Phila- 
delphia, $2,500 (DCCC). 


Leo J. Margolin, $2,000 (1); Harry Mark, $1,000 (1); Helen 
W. Martin, Philadelphia, $2,500 (DCCC); Paul Mellon, Pittsburgh, 
$3,000 (4), $2,000 (RSCC), $3,000 (NRCC); Mr. & Mrs. Paul 
Mellon, Pittsburgh, $2,000 (RNC); Richard K. Mellon, Pittsburgh, 
$3,000 (RNC), $2,000 (NRCC); $3,000 (4), $2,000 (RSCC); Victor 
E. Moore, $3,000 (1); Miss Mabel Pew Myrin, Philadelphia, 
$3,000 (RSCC); Mrs. Mabel Pew Myrin, Philadelphia, $3,000 
(NRCC); William L, Naylor, Pittsburgh, $1,500 (4); W.V. Pang- 
borne, Philadelphia, $1,000 (RNC); Henry D. Paxson, $2,000 (1); 
W.S. Peace, $1,000 (1). 


Howard J. Pew, Philadelphia, $3,000 (RSCC); J. Howard Pew, 
Philadelphia, $3,000 (NRCC); J.N. Pew Jr., Philadelphia, $3,000 
(RSCC), $3,000 (NRCC); Miss Mary Ethel Pew, Philadelphia, 
$3,000 (RSCC), $3,000 (NRCC); Walter C, Pew, Philadelphia, 
$1,000 (6); Harold F, Pitcairn, Philadelphia, $1,000 (RNC); 
Victor H, Potamkin, $1,000 (1); H. Oliver Rea, Pittsburgh, $2,500 
(4); R.C. Rhoades, Pittsburgh, $1,500 (4); A.W. Robertson, Pitts- 
burgh, $1,000 (4); W.C. Robinson Jr., Pittsburgh, $1,000(4); Angelo 
A. Ruggieri, $1,000 (1); Morris Russokow, $1,000 (1); Robert 
Saligman, $1,000 (1). 


Mrs. A.M. Scaife, Pittsburgh, $3,000(1); Mrs. Alan M. Scaife, 
Pittsburgh, $2,000 (RSCC); R.M. Scaife, Pittsburgh, $1,500 (4); 
Mrs, Sara Mellon Scaife, Pittsburgh, $2,000 (NRCC), $3,000 (RNC); 
L. Schecter, $1,000(1); PhilipS, Seltzer, $1,000(1); P.T. Sharples, 
Philadelphia, $1,000 (RNC); Paul E. Shroads, Pittsburgh, $2,000 
(NRCC); William W. Sieg, Bellefonte, $1,000 (NRCC); Joseph 
Silverman, $1,000 (1); Louis Silverman, $1,400 (1); Harry Sley, 
$2,000 (1); William Watson Smith, Pittsburgh, $1,000 (4); Irvin 
Stander, $1,000 (1); David Supowitz, $1,500 (i); William D. Teefy, 
Philadelphia, $1,000 (DNC). 


itorial clients 


















Charies M, Thorp Jr., Pittsburgh, $1,500 (4); William J. 
Tobin Jr., $1,000 (1); Paul Unterweiser, Pittsburgh, $1,000 (4); 
Allan S. Voluck, $1,000 (1); Mr. & Mrs. John F, Walton Jr., Pitts- 
burgh, $1,000 (4); Bernard Weinberg, $2,500 (1); C.A. West, 
Pittsburgh, $1,000 (4); W.K. Whiteford, Pittsburgh, $1,500 (4); 
J.0. Wible, Pittsburgh, $1,000 (4); George D. Widener, Philadel- 
phia, $3,000 (RNC), $3,000 (NRCC); William Wikoff Smith, Bryn 
Mawr, $1,000 (3); Ambrose J. Winder, $1,000 (1); Edward 
Wuensche, $1,300 (1); Matthew R. Zeski, $1,500 (1); Democratic 
State Finance Committee, $20,000 (DSCC), $3,000 (DNC); Pennsyl- 
vania Federation of Labor COPE Fund, $3,000 (DSCC), 


Philadelphia Chapter Americans for Democratic Action, 
Philadelphia, $1,572 (16); Philadelphia CIO, $2,988.88 (12); Pitts- 
burgh Chapter Americans for Democratic Action, Pittsburgh, 
$1,022 (16); Republican Finance Committee of Allegheny County, 
Pittsburgh, $5,000 (RSCC), $5,000 (RNC), $5,000 (NRCC); Repub- 
lican Finance Committee of Pennsylvania, $10,515 (RNC); Repub- 
lican Finance Committee, Pittsburgh, $5,000 (NRCC); United Steel- 
workers of America, Pittsburgh, $3,000 (DNC). 


RHODE ISLAND 


Bayard Ewing, Providence, $2,000 (RSCC), $1,000 (RNC); 
Mrs. G.J. Guthrie Nicholson, Newport, $1,000 (RNC), $1,000 (3), 
$2,000 (8); Mary C, Woodville, Newport, $3,000 (RNC), $1,000 
(NRCC); Republican State Central Committee of Rhode Island, 
$5,000 (RNC). 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


Charles E, Daniel, Greenville, $1,000 (2); Olin D. Johnston, 
$1,000 (DNC); South Carolina Republican Party $3,000 (RNC); 
State Democratic Executive Committee, $2,500 (DSCC), 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


South Dakota Democratic State Central Committee, Miller, 
$1,500 (DNC); South Dakota Republican State Central Committee, 
$6,000 (RNC). 


TENNESSEE 


Herbert S, Walters, Morristown, $1,000 (DNC); Davidson 
County Democratic Executive Committee, Nashville, $2,817.84 
(DNC); Republican State Executive Committee, $11,000 (RNC); 
Sullivan County Republican Organization, $1,000 (RNC); Tennessee 
Democratic Campaign Committee, $10,000 (DSCC); Third District 
of Tennessee, Lookout Mountain, $2,550 (NRCC), $4,525 (RNC); 
Third Tennessee Congressional District Finance Committee, 
$2,175 (RNC); Volunteers for Stevenson-Kefauver, Nashville, 
$1,850 (DCCC), 


TEXAS 


J.S. Abercrombie, Houston, $1,000 (DNC); Mr. & Mrs. E.W. 
Brown Jr., Orange, $1,000 (RSCC); W.L. Clayton, Houston, $1,000 
(DNC); Roy H. Cullen, Houston, $2,500 (RNC); Leroy G. Denman 
Jr., San Antonio, $2,500 (2); R.G. Hughes, Pampa, $9,143 (DSCC); 
Mrs, Robert J. Kleberg, Kingsville, $1,000 (8); H.H. Mallon, Dallas, 
$1,000 (RNC); Robert Oliver, $1,000 (DNC); J.R. Parten, Houston, 
$4,000 (DNC); Wright Patman, $3,000 (DNC); George Peterkin, 
Houston, $1,000 (2); Sam Rayburn, $1,000 (DNC); Edwin Singer, 
Corpus Christi, $1,500 (NRCC); Lloyd H. Smith, Houston, $1,000 
(NRCC); William H, Wildes, Dallas, $1,000 (RNC). 


UTAH 


Thomas J. Carter, Salt Lake City, $1,750 (DNCC); Herbert 
Vitt, Salt Lake City, $2,142 (DSCC); Jefferson-Jackson Day of 
1958, Salt Lake City, $2,200 (DNC); Utah Republican Finance Com- 
mittee, $8,000 (RNC). 


VERMONT 


Mrs. James F, Dewey, Woodstock, $1,000 (RNC); Edward 
G, Janeway, South Londonderry, $1,000 (RNC); Vermont Repub- 
lican State Committee, Bristol, $3,000 (NRCC), $1,000 (RNC), 
$1,000 (RSCC), 









Political Spending - 9 
VIRGINIA 


Mary & Ted Dalton, Radford, $1,000 (NRCC); Clive L. DuVal, 
McLean, $1,000 (RNC); Herbert H. Goodman, $1,000 (DNC); Paul 
Mellon, Upperville, $1,000 (RNC), $1,000 (8); Eighth District 
Democratic Committee, Fredericksburg, $1,500 (DNC), 


WASHINGTON 


William M, Ailen, Seattle, $1,000 (RNC); W. Philip Cox, 
$1,000 (DNC); Mrs. G.F, Jewett, Spokane, $1,000 (RNC); Paul 
Pigott, Seattle, $1,000 (2); Mrs. Charles E. Stuart, Seattle, 
$1,000 (RNC); E.W. Davis, F. Weyerhaeuser, & Frederick K. 
Weyerhaeuser (See also Minnesota listings), Tacoma, $1,000 
(NRCC); Democratic State Central Comm., Seattle, $1,000 (DNC); 
District 751, Seattle, $1,903.25 (13); Lodge 751 A, Seattle, $1,- 
748.25 (13); Lodge 751 C, Seattle, $1,220.70 (13); Republican State 
Fund, $4,000 (RNC); Washington State Democratic Committee, 
Seattle, $1,000 (DNC). 


WEST VIRGINIA 


John F, Hennessy, $1,000 (RNC); Arthur M., Hill, $1,000 
(RNC); Arthur B, Koontz, Charleston, $1,000 (DNC); W.A. Steele, 
Wheeling, $1,000 (RNC); Herbert G. Wellington, $1,000 (RNC); 
Jefferson-Jackson Committee of West Virginia, Charleston, 
$3,200 (DNC); United Republican Dinners, Charleston, $20,000 
(NRCC); West Virginia Republican Finance Committee, Charles- 
ton, $6,000 (RSCC), $5,000 (RNC), 


WISCONSIN 


Henry Harnischfeger, Milwaukee, $1,000 (NRCC); W. Har- 
nischfeger, Milwaukee, $3,000 (NRCC); H.F. Johnson, Racine, 
$3,000 (RNC), $1,000 (RSCC), $1,000 (NRCC); John R, Kimberly, 
Neenah, $1,000 (RNC); Mr. & Mrs. George H. Love, $2,500 
(RNC); Eugene W. Murphy, LaCrosse, $2,200 (RSCC); Mrs. S.N. 
Pickard, Neenah, $1,000 (RNC); Samuel N. Pickard, Neenah, 
$1,000 (RNC); Elinor G. Pritzlaff, Milwaukee, $1,000 (NRCC); 
Frank C, Shattuck, Neenah, $1,000 (RNC); Mrs. Ruth H, Shattuck, 
Neenah, $1,000 (RNC); S.F. Shattuck, Neenah, $1,000 (RNC). 


Lloyd R, Smith, Milwaukee, $1,000 (RSCC); Charles P. Vogel, 
Milwaukee, $1,000 (RNC); W.R. Wadewitz, Racine, $1,000 (RNC); 
District 10, Milwaukee, $2,300 (13). . 


WYOMING 


Walter G. Davis, Casper, $1,000 (RNC); Walter G, Davis, 
$1,000 (7); Fred Goodstein, Casper, $1,150 (7); F.D, Marchessini, 
$1,000 (RNC); Robert V. New, $1,200 (RNC); Democratic State 
Central Committee, Cheyenne, $1,000 (DNC); Wyoming Volunteer 
Committee, $15,590 (7). 


HAWAII 


William H. Norwood, Honolulu, $1,450 (DSCC); Estate of 
Grace Emily Wills (deceased), Honolulu, $1,517 (16); Republican 
Party of Hawaii Finance Committee, $6,000 (RNC). 


PUERTO RICO 


Luis A, Ferre, Ponce, $1,000 (RNC); Jose A, Benitez, San 
Juan, $1,000 (DNC). 


FOREIGN 


L.A. Crosby, Havana, Cuba, $1,000 (DSCC); Gen. W.H. 
Draper, Jr., Mexico D.F., $1,000 (RNC); Joseph S, Farland, 
Ciudad Trujillo, Dominican Republic, $2,000 (RSCC); Hon. Amory 
Houghton, Paris, France, $2,500 (8); Aristotle S, Onassis, 
Monte Carlo, Monaco, $2,500 (DNC); Theodore Schulze, Fontaine- 
bleau, France, $1,000 (DSCC), 
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Political Notes 





ATTORNEY GENERAL ON EQUAL TIME 


Attorney General William P. Rogers May 7 asked the 
Federal Communications Commission to ‘‘reconsider and 
reverse”’ its 4-3 ruling of Feb. 19 holding that equal time 
on regular newscasts must be given to all political 
candidates. During the recent Chicago mayoralty contest, 
Lar Daly, a perennial third-party office seeker in Illinois 
who was running for mayor, complained to the FCC that 
he was not being given time on Chicago newscasts equal 
to that accorded the major party candidates. The FCC 
ruled that Daly’s complaint was justified. The ruling 
stirred up a storm of protest. President Eisenhower 
called it ‘‘ridiculous,’’ and many’ Members of Congress 
agreed. The FCC held that it was merely carrying out 
the law, as written, 

Rogers wrote the FCC that in the 32-year history of 
the application of the ‘‘equal time’’ provision to political 
broadcasting, the FCC previously never had construed 
“‘equal time’’ as applying to newscasts, The Feb. 19 
ruling, he said, is ‘‘at odds’’ with the proper inter- 
pretation of the current ‘‘equal time’’ provision, section 
315 of the Federal Communications Act of 1934 (47 USC 
315), to ‘‘afford equal opportunity’’ to all political 
cardidates. The new ruling, he said, ‘‘might effectively 
bar all direct news coverage of important campaign 
developments.,”’ 

Sen, Vance Hartke (D Ind.) and 12 other Senators May 
5 irtroduced a bill (S 1858) to revise the 1934 act. Hartke 
saic' the bill would: (1) eliminate news broadcasts, panel 
discussions and similar programs from the ‘‘equal-time’”’ 
provision; (2) provide that the broadcaster is not to be 
held responsible for the remarks made by candidates 
while broadcasting; (3) make clear whois a legally quali- 
fied candidate eligible for equal public service time. 


BALTIMORE MAYORALTY ELECTION 


J. Harold Grady (D), 44, May Swas elected mayor of 
Baltimore, defeating ex-Mayor and ex-Gov. Theodore R. 
McKeldin (R) by a 2-1 margin. 

Grady, a political unknown until his election as Balti- 
more state’s attorney in 1958, defeated the veteran Mc- 
Keldin, 154,786 to 73,229, incomplete, unofficial returns. 

Grady had defeated three-term Mayor Thomas 
D’Alesandro Jr. (D) in the March 3 Democratic primary. 
(Weekly Report p. 368) 


POLL ON CATHOLIC SENTIMENT 


The Gallup Poll May 7 released the last in a series 
of studies on public sentiment on a Catholic candidate for 
the Presidency. Its key findings: 

Opposition to a Catholic candidate has declined since 
the last poll on the subject in 1940, Asked if they would 
support ‘‘a generally well-qualified man’’ of their own 
party for President if ‘‘he happened to be a Catholic,’’ 
62 percent of the voters in 1940 said yes; 31 percent, no. 
Now the figures are 68 percent, yes; 24 percent, no. 

Opposition to a Catholic candidate is greatest in the 
South, where 35 percent of those polled this year said they 
would not support a Catholic of their own party; in the 
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rest of the country, only 20 percent said they would not 
support him. Partially offsetting this is the finding that 
52 percent of the Catholic voters said they ‘‘might vote” 
for a Catholic candidate for President nominated by ‘‘a 
party other than the one you normally vote for.’’ 

The survey also found that 47 percent of the voters 
know that Sen, John F, Kennedy (D Mass.) is a Catholic, 





State Roundup 


CALIFORNIA -- Gov, Edmund G, (Pat) Brown May 12 
knocked down reports that he may be a Vice Presidential 
candidate in 1960. He said he planned to serve out his 
four-year term to which he was elected in 1958. (CQ 
Weekly Report p. 321, 460) 

CONNECTICUT -- The Connecticut legislature May 
7 completed action on a bill proposed byGov. A.A, Ribicoff 
(D) to abolish the state’s eight county governments on Oct, 
1, 1960. Ribicoff urged the bill as a reorganization step 
which, he estimated, would save taxpayers about $500,000 
annually, County functions will be transferred to the state, 

MICHIGAN -- About 27,000 state employees went 
unpaid May 7 because the state’s general fund is empty. 
Meanwhile, Gov. G. Mennen Williams (D) and the Repub- 
lican state senate remained deadlocked over proposals 
for new taxes. (Weekly Report, p. 629) 

NEW HAMPSHIRE -- Albert Levitt, a former Fed- 
eral judge, May 12 announced the formation of an ‘‘inde- 
pendent Republican party of New Hampshire’’ to oppose 
Sen, Styles Bridges (R) and Bridges’ voting record on 
foreign affairs. Bridges recently said he planned to seek 
reelection to a fifth term in 1960. 

TEXAS -- The state legislature May 11 completed 
action for a second time on the so-called ‘‘Johnson-for- 
President’’ bill. Gov, Price Daniel (D) had announced 
May 7 that he would not sign the measure on the ground 
that it made widespread changes in the state’s election 
procedure. As finally passed and approved by the Gov- 
ernor, the bill advances the first primary date to the 
first Saturday in May and the run-off date to the first 
Saturday in June. By advancing primary dates two months 
the bill would permit Sen. Lyndon B, Johnson (D) to win 
renomination for a third term prior to the Democratic 
national convention meeting in Los Angeles from July 11- 
14, 1960. (CQ Weekly Report, p. 629) 





Political Briefs 


@ TRUMAN -- Democrats May 8 celebrated former 
President Harry S, Truman’s 75th birthday anniversary 
with a 16-city coast-to-coast closed circuit TV party for 
90,000 guests. 

@ SOUTHERN GOP -- Southern Republicans hope to 
band together 12 Dixie states in a bloc to have a strong 
hand in selecting their party’s 1960 Presidential nominee, 
Florida State GOP Chairman G, Harold Alexander said 
May 8. The 12 states will have 305 of the 1,325 votes at 
the GOP 1960 convention, 
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C wal On Sugar Act 

















CUBAN SITUATION BECLOUDS SUGAR ACT EXTENSION 


Although the Sugar Act of 1948 does not expire until 
Dec. 31, 1960, President Eisenhower asked in his budget 
message that it be extended ‘‘at this timein order to give 
sugar producers needed time for production planning.”’ 
Forty-eight Senators from states with cane and sugar beet 
interests are co-sponsoring a bill (S 187) to extend the Act 
indefinitely and without change. The Department of Agri- 
culture also wants an extension without amendment. But 
there is a good chance that, for a number of reasons, 
Congress may do nothing about the matter in 1959. The 
chief reason: an enigmatic gentleman named Fidel Castro. 

Relations between the United States and Cuba -- this 
country’s principal supplier of sugar -- have been up in 
the air ever since Castro overthrew the Batista regime in 
January. The Department of State, no less than the 
American public, is ignorant of Castro’s plans with 
respect to sugar and most other matters of mutual in- 
terest. Under the circumstances, the Department has 
delayed taking a formal position on extending the Sugar 
Act. But Assistant Secretary Thomas C, Mann, a key 
official concerned, is known to favor postponing further 
action until 1960, 

The Cuban situation is not the Department’s sole con- 
cern, however. The Philippines and Mexico are both ex- 
erting pressure for the upward revision of their U.S. sugar 
quotas. Since domestic producers are not about to relin- 
quish any of their share of the market, the only practical 
means of honoring these claims would be at the expense of 
Cuba -- adevelopment that would almost certainly produce 
explosive repercussions inthe Caribbean. Faced with this 
dilemma, the Department quite naturally hopes todelaya 
decision as long as possible, That could mean until 1960, 
since the House Agriculture Committee, which by custom 
must act first on sugar legislation, has aheavy agenda of 
more pressing matters. 


Background 


Speaking to the New York Sugar Club !ast Dec, 16, 
House Agriculture Committee Chairman Harvld D, Cooley 
(D N.C.) said: ‘‘The Act has operated sosmoothly and so 
well that the average housewife in America is not even 
aware of the fact that for more than 20 years we have had 
a sugar program in operation.’’ Principal features of the 
program are as follows: 

@ Marketing Quotas: Based on a formula in the Sugar 
Act, these determine how much sugar refiners may market 
each year in the U.S, from each domestic producing area 
(defined as beet, mainland cane, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and 
the Virgin Islands) and each foreign supplier. 

® Acreage Allotments: These are assigned todomestic 
beet and cane growers by the Department of Agriculture, 
based on its estimate of U.S. market requirements. 

@ Program Payments: Domestic growers who abide by 
acreage controls receive from 30 to 80 cents per 100 
pounds of sugar. About $65 million was paid out in 1957. 

® Excise Tax: A tax of 50 cents on each 100 pounds of 
sugar marketed in the U.S. yielded $86 million in fiscal 


COPYRIGHT 1959 
Reproduction prohibited 


1958 -- substantially more than was paid out todomestic 
sugar growers. 

Prior to 1956, domestic growers were held to fixed 
quotas, while 96 percent of any increaseinthe market was 
assigned to Cuba, with other foreign suppliers sharing tae 
remaining 4 percent. Under concerted pressure from 
domestic beet and cane interests, Congress in 1956 re- 
vised the formula to provide that 55 percent oi any in- 
crease in U.S, consumption above 8,350,000 tons each year 
would be allotted to domestic growers, the other 45 per- 
cent going to foreign suppliers except the Philippines, 
which were given a fixed quota of 980,000 tons annually. 
(For details of the 1956 Sugar Act extension, see 1956 
Almanac p. 493), 

The initial marketing quota for 1959 is 9,200,000 tons, 
divided as follows: domestic beet, 1,998,717 tons; main- 
land cane (Louisiana and Florida), 615,024 tons; Hawaii, 
1,115,479 tons; Puerto Rico, 1,166,375 tons; Virgin 
Islands, 15,905 tons; Philippines, 980,000 tons; Cuba, 
3,060,475 tons; Peru, 86,867 tons; Dominican Republic, 
71,557 tons; Mexico, 54,609 tons; Nicaragua, 12,879; and 
ten other countries with smaller amounts, Five areas, 
therefore, supply about 90 percent of all sugar consumed 
in the U.S,.: Cuba, 33 percent; domestic beet, 22 percent; 
Hawaii and Puerto Rico, about 12 percent each; and the 
Philippines, about 10 percent. 


Rival Interests 


Both the American Sugar Cane League and the U.S. 
Sugar Beet Assn, are backing S 187, or indefinite exten- 
sion of the Sugar Act without amendment. (In the House, 
several identical bills have been introduced, as well as 
two calling for a six-year extension.) But other sugar 
interests have some different ideas. 

@ Cane refiners: Represented by the U.S, Cane Sugar 
Refiners Assn., they are unhappy over a provision in the 
1956 law giving domestic growers first chance to fill defi- 
cits in the quotas of other areas. This has worked to the 
benefit of beet growers and refiners at the expense of 
East Coast cane refiners, 

@ Cuba: With sugar constituting 75 to 80 percent of 
Cuba’s exports, the island would clearly benefit from a 
larger U.S, quota, But the Cuban Sugar Stabilization Insti- 
tute still hasn’t gotten the word from Castro, The U.S. 
Cuban Sugar Council, representing American companies 
controlling 35 to 40 percent of Cuban sugar production, is 
also awaiting developments in Havana, 

@ Philippines: Alleging discrimination in the 1956 law, 
Philippine spokesmen cite President Eisenhower’s state- 
ment, in signing the law, that next time “‘consideration 
should be given to allowing the Philippines to share in 
increased consumption”’ like all other supplying areas. 

In calling for extension of the Act this year, domestic 
cane and beet producers cite the desirability of avoiding 
involvement in the politics of a Presidential election 
year. By the same token, a year’s postponement might 
have advantages for the Philippines and Mexico, 
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Pressures On Congress 





SALMON CONTROVERSY 


The United States-Japan Trade Council and the 
American Seafood Distributors Assn, in the next few 
weeks will step up their campaigns against legislation to 
stop imports of Japanese salmon. 

The Senate Interstate and Foreign Commerce Com- 
mittee May 27 will consider whether to report a bill 
(S 502) to restrict salmon imports. The House Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries Committee May 14 began hearings 
on a similar measure (HR 4293). 

Principal backers of the bill are Rep. Thomas M, 
Pelly (R Wash.) and Sens. E, L. Bartlett (D Alaska), 
Ernest Gruening (D Alaska) and Warren G, Magnuson 
(D Wash.), They contend that the Japanese fishing fleets 
off the West Coast are catching fishthat ordinarily would 
swim into Bristol Bay, Alaska, They blamethe Japanese 
fishing operations for all but wiping out the Bristol Bay 
catch. They say although the Japanese caught the salmon 
on the high seas, the United States has basis for protest 
because the salmon were born in American streams, 


OPPOSITION TO BILL 


The U.S.-Japan Trade Council, comprised of 209 
businessmen with both U.S, and Japanese interests, 
counters that the decline in the Bristol Bay catch started 
long before the Japanese entered the North Pacific. Both 
the Council and the American Seafood Distributors Assn., 
representing 200 distributors that distribute 90 percent of 
the seafood in the U.S., stress that the legislation would 
violate the spirit of the fishing treaty between the U.S. 
and Japan. 

The treaty, signed at Tokyo May 9, 1952, states that 
Japanese fishermen shall not fish beyond the longitude 
which is thought to divide salmonof Asiatic and American 
origin. Noel Hemmendinger, Trade Council spokesman, 
May 4 contended that the U.S. should work within the 
framework of this treaty tosettle differences. The treaty 
contains anarbitration clause. The question, Hemmen- 
dinger said, ‘‘is whether to recommend legislation which 
would impose a sanction upon the Japanese to compel 
them to accept the American point of view.’’ 

The Senate bill states that ‘‘salmon resources are 
being destroyed and depleted by indiscriminate and un- 
controlled net fishing for salmon conducted on the high 
seas in the North Pacific Ocean by fishermen who are 
nationals of other countries.’’ Although Japan is not 
mentioned in the bill, the Secretary of Interior could 
draw up rules to outlaw importing of salmonfrom Japan. 
The House bill is similar. The State Department opposes 
the legislation. 

Spokesmen for the Trade Council and Seafood Dis- 
tributors predict the bills will be reported. But they say 
they will step up their opposition once the legislation 
reaches the floor. The Trade Council is preparing a 
booklet for wide distribution giving its arguments. 

Because of State Department objections, President 
Eisenhower is expected to veto the legislation if it 
reaches him, 


ADA ASSAILS CONGRESS 


In a news conference May 8 preceding the 12th annual 
convention of Americans for Democratic Action, ADA 
National Chairman Robert A, Nathan and Vice Chairman 
Joseph L, Rauh Jr. said the 86th Congress was a ‘‘do- 
nothing’’ one. 

“If this Democratic-controlled Congress continues 
its retreat from the 1958 election victory,’’ Rauh said, 
‘‘the Republican chances for 1960 are obviously going up, 
And as the Republicans gain strength, they’1l put up the 
candidate they really want, Mr. Nixon, rather than their 
more attractive Gov. Rockefeller.”’ 

At the opening session May 9, delegates argued over 
a resolution requesting President Eisenhower to attenda 
summit conference in 1959, regardless of how lower level 
meetings worked out. 

The resolution, submitted by the New Jersey delega- 
tion, was ruled out of order by Nathan. He said the 
resolution did not receive the necessary support incom- 
mittee to be brought up on the floor. 

The ADA finally settled on a foreign policy resolution 
urging full exploration ‘‘at the highest levels of all 
possibilities looking toward the mutual withdrawal of 
Soviet and Western armed forces from Eastern Europe 
and Germany;’’ limitations of arms levels inthe European 
area with inspection by the United Nations; and elections in 
a unified Germany and Eastern Europe supervised bythe 
United Nations. 

In the keynote address to the ADA convention, Sen, 
Hubert H. Humphrey (D Minn.) May 9 proposed that the 
U.S, ‘‘launch a grand design for peace -- a seven-year 
plan of our own.’’ He urged that ‘‘we set the goals which 
are the price of survival and that we set ourselves to 
meet them.’’ He said the ‘‘highest goal’’ is winning a 
‘*just and durable peace.”’ 

At the close of the convention, Samuel H. Beer, 47- 
year-old Harvard professor, was elected national chair- 
man of ADA, Beer said he had helped Sen. John F, Ken- 
nedy (D Mass.) .in his political campaigns. 





Teamster Lobbying 


The International Brotherhood of Teamsters, the 
union expelled from the AFL-CIO in 1957 on charges 
of corruption, is lobbying against the Senate-passed 
labor reform bill (S 1555) at breakfasts for Represen- 
tatives. (Weekly Report p. 622) 


Harold J, Gibbons, Teamster vice president, and 
Sidney Zagri, Teamster lawyer, have been staging the 
breakfasts in the Congressional Hotel near the 
Capitol. Teamster officials from the invited Repre- 
sentatives’ districts also attend the sessions, The 
Teamsters oppose the bill’s ban on hot-cargo con- 
tracts (which permit workers to refuse to handle 
products from a firm that uses non-union labor), 
picketing restrictions and new powers for the Secre- 
tary of Labor. 















PAGE 660 -- Week ending May 15, 1959 aspaiscrn ponibited is whole sc m port except by editorial clients 

















Around The Capitol 








PRESIDENTIAL MESSAGES 


President Eisenhower, in a May 11 message toCon- 
gress, urged prompt approval of United States particip- 
ation in a new, $1 billion Inter-American Development 
Bank, as ‘‘a most significant step in the history of our 
economic relations with our Latin American neighbors.’’ 
Chairman J, W, Fulbright (D Ark.) of the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee May 11 said the bank prebably was 
a good idea and promised early hearings. (For text of 
President’s message, see p. 665) 

In a special message May 13, the President urged 
Congress to act on his January budget proposals for a 
14-cent increase in the highway fuel tax and a $6-billion 
increase inthe Federal Housing Administration’s authori- 
zation to insure home mortgage loans. (Weekly Report 
p. 97, 99) He also called for ‘‘corrective’’ wheat legis- 
lation, (For text see p. 666) 


SECRECY RULES EASED 


President Eisenhower May 7 issued an Executive 
Order (No. 10816) clarifying regulations on classified 
information by stating that they were not intended to deny 
access to trustworthy persons engaged in historical re- 
search, so long as such access was ‘‘clearly consistent 
with the interests of national defense.’’ The new order 
also authorized transmission of confidential defense 
material within the United States by first-class as well 
as registered mail and authorized Government agencies 
no longer classifying information to declassify material 
not requiring protection, In aseparate memorandum, the 
President added the Farm Credit Administration and 
Federal Coal Mine Safety Board of Review to the 28 
agencies which in 1953 were denied authority to classify 
information. 


UNEMPLOYMENT DROP 


The Labor and Commerce Departments May 11 re- 
ported all-time records for April, both in the drop in 
unemployment and in total employment. Republican Con- 
gressional leaders viewed the report as a vindication of 
the Administration’s stand against big spending programs, 
The report said April unemployment fell by 735,000 to 
3,627,000, which was double the normal April drop and 
the lowest unemployment level since December 1957, 
Employment rose to 65,012,000 -- a record April increase 
of 1,184,000. The all-time employment high was 67,- 
221,000 in July 1957. (Weekly Report p. 528) 

Job increases were attributed to ‘‘anunusually large 
pickup in construction and brisk hiring in some ‘hard 
goods’ factory lines,’’ accompanied by a continuing spring 
expansion in agriculture, The report said the unemploy- 
ment rate was ‘‘approximately two-thirds of the way back 
to more typical postwar levels.’’ 

Senate GOP leader Everett McKinley Dirksen (R III.) 
May 11 said the drop in unemployment probably would 
slow down Democratic efforts to enact housing, depressed 
areas and airports legislation, and also cast doubt on the 
fate of a Senate-passed bill (S 1631), sponsored by Demo- 


cratic Leader Lyndon B, Johnson (Texas), to set up a 
special commission to investigate unemployment, Senate 
Majority Whip Mike Mansfield (D Mont.) May 11 said 
S 1631 might need some amendment, but he didn’t think 
the April figures meant the country was out of the 
economic woods. (Weekly Report p. 555) 

AFL-CIO President George Meany, in a May 11 
statement, said the jobless decline was ‘‘ahealthy sign,”’ 
but added that ‘‘5.3 percent of the work force”’ still was 
unemployed, 


ATOMIC PACTS 


Three United States moves to give its allies a boost 
in the nuclear weapons field were announced May7, The 
State Depaitment announced that the U.S. had signed 
atomic agreements providing for transfer toGreat Britain 
of non-nuclear parts of atomic weapons, British purchase 
of fuel for an atomic submarine, and for supply to France 
of enriched uranium for a development reactor. The 
British agreement expanded an August 1958 agreement 
for exchange of atomic weapons information and mat- 
erials. (1958 Almanac p. 253) 

The North Atlantic Treaty Organization announced in 
Paris that the U.S. had completed pacts with West Ger- 
many, the Netherlands, Turkey and Greece, for supply of 
military nuclear information and aid in training military 
forces in the use of nuclear weapons, 

All the agreements, under provisions of the 1958 
amendments to the Atomic Energy Act, must lie before 
Congress for 60 days, during which time they may be 
disapproved by concurrent resolution. 

The United States May 8 sent aformal note to Russia 
rejecting its April 21 protest against U.S, ‘‘nuclear and 
rocket arming of certain North Atlantic bloc member 
states.’” The Russian note charged such moves were 
aimed at wrecking the Geneva foreign ministers meeting. 


FOREIGN MINISTERS’ TALKS 


Secretary of State Christian A, Herter May 14 pre- 
sented to the Big Four foreign ministers’ conference in 
Geneva a four-phase Western plan for German unification, 
together with plans for accompanying security and dis- 
armament steps. He said the program ‘‘clearly shows 
that our governments have gone very far to meet Soviet 
preoccupations.’’ (Weekly Report p. 636) 

The program called for: successive disarmament 
measures, including initial limits of 2.5 million men in 
U.S. and Russian armed forces, leading eventually to 
limitation and possible withdrawal of all foreign troops 
from Germany and neighboring areas; German unification 
within 30 months, with Germany free to choose between 
membership in NATO, the Warsaw Pact or neutrality; free 
election of an all-German parliament or assembly and 
completion of unification by the assembly’s drafting of a 
constitution and formation of a government to negotiate 
an all-German peace treaty. 

The conference opened May 11, after unsuccessful 
wranglirg by Russia for full participation by East and West 
Germany, and attendance of Poland and Czechoslovakia. 
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Presidential Report 








THE TEXT OF PRESIDENT EISENHOWER’S MAY 13 PRESS CONFERENCE 


Following is the text of President Eisenhower's May 13 press conference, the 58th 
of his second term, held one week after the 57th (Weekly Report p. 637): 


THE PRESIDENT: Good morning. Please sit down. 
HOUSING, HIGHWAYS, WHEAT 


This morning I would like to talk for a moment about some 
very badly needed legislation. I called attention to this in January. 
The first of these is to increase the lending authority for the FHA 
for insuring mortgages. I asked for six billion. I think it is 
needed, And if we don’t get action soon, there is going to be a bad 
situation in the housing field. 

Then I asked for legislation that would make it possible to 
carry forward the highway program, This is a very necessary 
activity. It is one which now has a great momentum, in which 
thousands of people are working, andtostopit because of the fail- 
ure to provide the revenues would, in my opinion, be very bad for 
our country. Now, wecan’t go any faster than the money comes in, 
for the simple reason that the amendment, the original bill says 
you must build only according to the amount of money you have to 
spend during that year. 

And the other thing is this problem about wheat. We now have 
in storage over 2% times of our yearly consumption of wheat. I 
think we have something on the order of $3% billion, or will have 
by the end of July, at least, or June, $3% billion invested in this 
wheat surplus. It is costing a quarter of a billion dollars a year 
just to store it, take care of it, carrying charges. And the situation 
gets worse. It isn’t just enough to quote the figures of the money 
we have spent in the past. The fact is that all the money as spent 
has made the situation worse rather than better. 

I am making a request on the Congress to speed up action on 
these three items, so that the country will not suffer because of 
inaction, I think there will be sometime, at noon, after the message 
has gone to the Congress, you people will have a copy of it. That 
is all I have to say. 


RUSSIAN TACTICS 


Q. MARVIN L, ARROWSMITH, A.P.: Mr. President, how do 
you size up the Russian tactics so far at the foreign ministers’ 
conference, their efforts to seat East Germany, Poland and 
Czechoslovakia? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, Mr. Arrowsmith, it is very difficult 
to see behind someone else’s forehead, and youare not quite sure 
what they are thinking. Now, for ourselves, we have been very 
anxious to have any negotiations that might be called to be fruitful, 
to avoid using them as propaganda platforms, and merely as ways 
and means of repeating our story or anybody else’s story to the 
world, And this struggle, in this particular -- of this particular 
kind, does seem to have some of that purpose behind it. However, 
I am very hopeful that we can get some of this behind us now very 
quickly and get to the business of fruitful negotiations on the prob- 
lems that both sides have agreed are important. 


NOMINATIONS AND CONGRESS 


Q. MERRIMAN SMITH, United Press International: Mr. 
Smith -- (Laughter.) 

THE PRESIDENT: Maybe you’re just a recruit. 

Q. SMITH: Mr. President, sir, some of your recent and 
higher-ranking appointees seem to be running into steady and 
increasing trouble in Congress. I wonder if you could give us your 
thoughts on why these appointees are encountering difficulty in 
being confirmed, and whether you think there is any pattern to 
this opposition to them, 

THE PRESIDENT: It is rather baffling to contemplate a 
situation and try to determine whatis behindit. As I have told you 
people so often, one of the tasks I set before myself six or seven 





years ago in this job was to try to find people for appointed posi- 
tions who were real public servants, who had records that would 
give promise of their competence in the public service, and then 
who were men of character and integrity and, where possible, 
proved even in the Government service. 

A number of the appointees that I have recently made are of 
that character, like Mr. Strauss, Mr. Rothman, Mrs. Luce. All of 
these people, I went over them with advisers and with people out- 
side the Government, trying to select for veryimportant positions 
the finest I could get. 

Now, the kind of delaying tactics, the kind of attacks made upon 
them, upon their integrity, is something that must have some kind 
of purpose other than mere searching into their competence, 

For example, Mr. Strauss was Secretary for Mr. Hoover, 
starting way back inthe wartime days -- Mr. Wilson’s Administra- 
tion. He has occupied very important positions in Government 
since that time. And for thernhe always has been confirmed when 
they were appointive positions. He has interspersed that career, 
that governmental career, with business ventures that have been -- 
have earned for him the reputation of being one of the fine busi- 
nessmen of our country and a man of integrity and ability and 
capacity. Why he cannot be, after allthese months, cannot be con- 
firmed is something that is completely beyond me -- unless they 
just -- there is, you might say, adelaying thing there out of which 
they think some benefit will accrue, Idon’t know what it could be, 

(There was a chorus of ‘‘Mr. President.’’) 


BALANCED BUDGET 


Q. GARNETT D. HORNER, Washington Star: Mr. President, 
we haven’t heard a greatdeal from you lately, sir, about your pro- 
gram for a balanced budget and fight against what you have called 
reckless spending. Does this indicate any lessening of concern 
on your part? 

THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Horner, I can’t thank you too much for 
asking that question. (Laughter.) 

I have gone back to my last two or three conferences and I 
said, ‘“These people have been conspiring tokeep me from insist- 
ing that this country is hurting itself by too much spendng.”’ 

We are on anupturninoureconomy. And at this very time we 
are talking about balanced budget like it was something evil. 
Ladies and gentlemen, my attitude is entirely different. I say a 
balanced budget is the minimum target that we are looking for. 
At this kind of time, we ought to be getting some surpluses, we 
ought to be paying off something on our debt. If we could have 
these surpluses and begin gradually, even if a little at a time, 
reducing this debt, we would first of all be cutting down our ex- 
penditures for interest which have inthis year -- we are, I believe, 
allowing $8.1 billion and we hope we can keep it down to that. 

This is almost unconscionable, Instead of that, we talk about 
there is something to be gained by spending more money, piling 
the debt up bigger and bigger. I simply can’t understand it, be- 
cause today you -- I think I have told you before my definition of 
inflation -- when you take a market basket full of money to the 
grocery store and bring back your pocketbook filled with groceries, 
Now, that is the kind of thing that we don’t want to happen, And 
yet, as we look back at the history of the value of our own dollar 
over the last 20, 30 years, we have seen prices going up and up 
and up. 

The Federal Government simply must do its duty if we are 
going to preserve the kind of economy that we like to call a free 
competitive economy. If we can preserve the values of our insur- 
ance policies, our bonds, if we can again make the Government 
bond something that commands a premium and is the very finest 
investment that the small saver can make, thatis the kind of thing 
we must do. And we are going to do it only if we have got fiscal 
responsibility. 

And if we, all of us, don’t demand from labor, from business 
leaders and from the Congress the kind of sensible, reasonable, 
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needed action that all of us know to be necessary here, each one 
of us -- not just ‘‘some other person’’ -- each one of us is going 
to be hurt immeasurably, 

(There was a chorus of ‘‘Mr. President.’’) 


MISSILE DUPLICATION 


Q. WILLIAM McGAFFIN, Chicago Daily News: Mr. Presi- 

dent, 

THE PRESIDENT: The man back there. 

Q. McGAFFIN: Mr. President, along thie line -- I apologize 
for my voice. Can you hear me, sir? 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, I can. 

Q. McGAFFIN: Along this line, it has been suggested that 
some money could be saved in the Pentagon if there were less 
missile duplications, such as that between the BOMARC and the 
NIKE-HERCULES, Your Secretary of Defense the other day sug- 
gested that he had been unable to do anything about it, and that 
perhaps Congress should put the Pentagon’s feet to the fire. Do 
you feel, sir, that this is within your own province as Commander- 
in Chief? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I did not know about any statements 
made by Mr. McElroy. He hasn’t informed me of that particular 
incident. 

But I will tell you this: Here is a matter that from the very 
beginning has been of the most critical concern to everybody in 
the Administration. And only within the last five days, I think, I 
had again a large group of the scientists in my office, whose job 
it is to analyze each of these developments, not only on the possi- 
bility that they are duplicating missions, duplicating capacities for 
performance, but this -- whether or not they are duplicating the 
very guidance, propulsion, and other weight-carrying systems, 
you see, because if doing it again, we have to have a better co- 
ordination. 

Indeed, the reason, one of the big reasons that I fought so hard 
and, fortunately, successfully, for reorganization of the Defense 
Department was to get this whole scientific field in better control. 
And I think that with the new Space Agency and with the ARPA, 
together, and under the Secretary of Defense, progress is being 
made, 

But I will tell you, it is verydifficult, because over the years 
many, many contracts have been made where this coordination has 
not been had prior to the making of the contract, so that you now 
have to study:is it more economical and more efficient to stop 
some of these things in their tracks, or have you gone so far that 
you almost have tospend some more money to see about this thing. 
It is a very important thing, and I believe that it really belongs in 
the Executive Department, We cannot duck our responsibility in 
this particular place. 

(There was a chorus of ‘‘Mr. President.’’) 

THE PRESIDENT: All right. 


SERVICE PERSONNEL ASSIGNMENTS 


Q. KENNETH M. SCHEIBEL, Gannett Newspapers: Mr. 
President, on the Pentagon again, Congressman Kowalski of Con- 
necticut claims that the Defense Department is wasting $250 million 
a year through assigning service personnel to jobs as cooks and 
drivers, waiters. How does his report compare with the informa- 
tion you have on this subject? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I have had no report on this subject. 
Now, people are used for this kind of work, and for example all of 
the chauffeurs in the White House, except for my own Secret 
Service chauffeur, are all from the Army. And then there is, in 
the White House -- there used to be a yacht, a big yacht, and the 
crew for that yacht was used for mess purposes here in the White 
House. The yacht is no longer in commission, but those people 
carry on that mess, 

Now, that kind of thing, I assume, goes in big headquarters, 
every place, in the Pentagon and so on down the line. So I have 
no report. But I imagine this: If we just got these things all done 
by civilians, you probably would have to pay a lot more money. 

(There was a chorus of ‘‘Mr,. President.’’) 


TEXTILE INDUSTRY COMMITTEE 
Q. LLOYD M, SCHWARTZ, Fairchild Publications: Mr. 


President, about three weeks ago three New England governors 
came in and spoke to you about setting up an interagency committee 
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on textile industry problems, and | believe at that time you ex- 
pressed some reservations and suggested perhaps a broader sort 
of committee might be authorized. Have you reached a decision 
on this, or have you decided not to authorize it? 

THE PRESIDENT: No. What wehavedone, there are so many 
possibilities in the line that it turned out to be much more of a 
comprehensive study than I thought, and I just had a report within 
the last few hours that the study, they are not quite ready for their 
final recommendation, But I tell youthis. We will certainly make 
sure that this particular thing is followed very closely. 

(There was a chorus of ‘‘Mr,. President.’’) 


KHRUSHCHEV VISIT 


Q. MRS, MAY CRAIG, Press Herald, Portland, Maine: Mr, 
President, since Vice President Nixon is opening the American 
exhibit at the Moscow Fair, would you look favorably on Mr. 
Khrushchev coming to open the Russian exhibit in New York? 
Has it been suggested to you and if so would that open the door to 
a summit meeting in this country with Mr. Khrushchev present? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, you are really getting into the field 
of speculation. No, I have not been contacted by anyone about the 
possibility of Mr. Khrushchev coming here on his own. Now, I 
have heard of messages from some cities in this country who are 
very anxious to have a summit meeting and they are sending 
invitations to everybody in the world, including me, to come to this 
country. But there has been nothing official whatsoever about it. 
As a matter of fact, oneof the purposes of these foreign ministers 
is to decide if there is to be a summit meeting,what will be its 
location and its timing. 

Q. CRAIG: But sir, the fair is different. 

THE PRESIDENT: I beg your pardon? 

Q. MRS, CRAIG: The fair is different, perhaps. 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, the fair is there. But as I said, on 
that one, no one spoke to me about it, no one has spoken to me 
until you have about it. 

(There was a chorus of ‘‘Mr, President.’’) 


TWO-TERM AMENDMENT 


Q. FELIX BELAIR, New York Times: Mr. President, sir, I 
think you have expressed yourself on twoor three occasions about 
the Twenty-Second Amendment repeal proposal about third terms 
for the President. Just to straighten it out, I wonder if I might 
ask, if called upon for your opinion by Members of Congress as 
to what they might -- how they might vote, what would be your 
suggestion to them? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I’ll tell you. As I have explained to 
you people, here is something that there is -- one of those old 
questions where you can saya lot and you can argue very plausibly 
on both sides. 

If I were called on to testify on this one, because that is all I 
can do -- Ihave nofunction, of course, in the business of amending 
the Constitution -- I would say at this moment I would not make any 
mistakes in a hurry. I think the Constitution is something that 
ought to be amended only after careful thought, not with any other 
purpose in mind except that of what over the years and over the 
long term is good for the United States. 

So, as of now, I would say, let’s let it lay on the shelf for a 
while and see how it works. I just don’t believe we should amend 
it, the Constitution, just every time we think a new law ought to 
be passed. We had that in the prohibition business, and I don’t 
think we ought to have it so often. 

(There was a chorus of ‘‘Mr. President.’’) 


McELROY TENURE, SUCCESSOR 


Q. WILLIAM H, LAWRENCE, New York Times: Mr. Presi- 
dent, in the brief interval since Secretary Quarles died, have you 
had an opportunity to talk with Mr. McElroy about whether or 
not he will stay on as Defense Secretary, and, if not, in what 
direction you might now be looking for a successor? 

THE PRESIDENT: Mr. McElroy and Ihavehad, as you would 
suppose, a number of conversations, We are not asking for 
completely fixed commitments on anybody’s part. What we are 
trying to figure out now is, what is the best thing to do to make 
satisfactory replacement for Mr. Quarles. 
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SCHOOL DESEGREG ATION 


Q. DON OBERDORFER, Knight Newspapers: Mr. President, 
this Sunday will be the fifth anniversary of the Supreme Court’s 
decision striking down school segregation. From your vantage- 
point here in the White House, would you assess the Nation’s re- 
sponse to this challenge of a great legal and social change? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, you are asking what has happened as 
a result of that decision, and of course there has been much ac- 
claim and there has been much resentment, that up until that 
moment had not been created. 

I believe that the United States as a government, if it is going 
to be true to its own founding papers, documents, does have the 
job of working toward that time where there is no discrimination 
made on such inconsequential reason as race, color or religion. 

And I think we ought to do, all of us, work at this. But I con- 
tinue to say the real answer here is in the heart of the individual. 
Just lawis not goingtodoit. We have never stopped sin by passing 
laws, and in the same way, we are not going to take a great moral 
ideal and achieve it merely by law. What we must do, all of us, 
is to try to make a reality in this country, the great aspirations 
voiced by our founding fathers. 

(There was a chorus of ‘‘Mr. President.’’) 


PUERTO RICAN STATEHOOD 


Q. PAT MUNROE, WTVJ, Miami, Fla.: Mr. President, the 
Republican Party in Puerto Rico is making an all-out drive for 
statehood, although Governor Munoz is opposed. Do the Republi- 
cans there have your support, sir? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, they didn’t contact meon that ques- 
tion, (Laughter.) Ihave, onetime as you will recall -- I suggested 
that if Puerto Rico wanted independence, they should ask for it, 
and I would appear before Congress the following day to ask them 
to grant it. That they declined. Now, this is the first time I have 
heard that they are making a drive for statehood, and certainly, 
as you say, on a partisan basis.I would be rather astonished that 
any such drive would be made on a partisan basis. 

(There was a chorus of ‘‘Mr. President.’’) 


HOUSING LEGISLATION 


Q. ROWLAND EVANS, New York Herald Tribune: Mr, Presi- 
dent, in connection with your request for housing legislation did 
you mean to imply that you are thinking of the bill the Senate has 
passed and that is now stuck in the House Rules Committee? 

THE PRESIDENT: I most certainly did not. 

Q. EVANS: I wondered, sir, if you did. 

THE PRESIDENT: No. IsaidI asked for $6 billion additional 
authority for the FHA to insure mortgages for the building of 
homes, That is what I asked for. Now, this is a long ways from 
good, big public housing programs and things of that kind. 

Q. EVANS: That is whatI wondered, sir. In other words, you 
are not in sympathy particularly with the Senate bill. 

THE PRESIDENT: You don’t have to say ‘‘particularly.’’ 
(Laughter.) 


HIGHWAY REVENUES 


Q. J.A, O'LEARY, Washington Star: Mr. President, in con- 
nection with the highway program, if Congress is unwilling to give 
you the gas tax increase that you asked for, would you rather see 
the pay-as-you-go amendment suspended for awhile than no action? 

THE PRESIDENT: What I would like to ask them is this -- to 
provide the revenue then that will do the job. I say in this time, 
when our -- in our first quarter, ourGNP, 465 billion, and by this 
last quarter, I don’t know how far it will be. But it is going to be 
approaching 500 billion very soon. If at that time we can’t pay our 
bills, when are we going to pay them? Are we just going to let 
prices go on up and never pay them? Are we going to be a bank- 
rupt nation? I don’t think we have to be. So if they don’t put that 
kind of revenue in, we ought tocontinuethe road program, because 
of its great necessity, and we ought to pay for it. 

(There was a chorus of ‘‘Mr, President.’’) 


NUCLEAR BOMB USE AUTHORITY 


Q. SARAH McCLENDON, Camden Courier-Post: Mr. Presi- 
dent, sir, I wonder if it is legally possible for you to delegate the 
power to, the decision-making power, to drop the nuclear bomb? 
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THE PRESIDENT: Well, the nuclear bomb was dropped long 
before my time. 

Q. McCLENDON: I mean in a future war, of course that’s 
different. I mean in the future, could you delegate the power 
the decision-making power? ‘ 

THE PRESIDENT: I would have to see what the emergency 
was, I would say this: Here is a thing that has to be done by the 
authority of the President as the Commander-in-Chief. There 
can be many, many circumstances or situations of emergency that 
we can’t even conceive of right now, and you might suddenly -- 
to make delegations of all kinds. I would not ever say I should 
delegate authority to drop the bomb or not to drop the bomb, 
What I say is you have to run a war as -- according to the neces- 
sity of the situation, and I wouldn’t further predict. 

(There was a chorus of ‘‘Mr. President.’’) 

THE PRESIDENT: That gentleman there. 

Q. ROBERT L. RIGGS, Louisville Courier-Journal: Mr, 
President, returning to your appointments, sir -- 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes. 


STRAUSS CONFIRMATION 


Q. RIGGS: -- There have been reports published that a year 
ago Admiral Strauss came to you and advised you not to reappoint 
him tothe Atomic Energy Commission because he feared the Senate 
would not confirm him, Is that true, sir? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, first of all, [think that conversations 
between me and my individual advisers become very personal, 
and I really don’t believe it is a question I should answer, 

But I will say this: Admiral Strauss has had one attitude 
toward me from the very beginning, back in 1953 -- and this, in- 
deed, applies to the other members of my Cabinet, In essence, 
you can say their readiness to remove themselves when they 
thought they were an embarrassment to meora debit, rather than 
an asset, to the Administration, has aiways been perfect. They 
have never sought, as far as I know, any kind of advantage that 
would keep them, or any influence, try to exercise any influence 
that would keep them in this particular post or in another post. 


TEST BAN AGREEMENT 


Q. RUTHERFORD M, POATS, United Press International: 
Mr. President, several weeks ago, as I recall, you expressed some 
doubt about the wisdom of adopting Prime Minister Macmillan’s 
plan for a limited number of inspections of a nuclear test ban, 
Now the reports from Geneva suggest that the Russian version of 
that idea is making some progress and that we perhaps may be 
on the threshold of an agreement there. 

Can you give us your assessment of the prospects of an agree- 
ment, and whether -- tell us whether you have revised your 
original judgment as to the wisdomof adopting the limited method? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I am not going to try to recall my 
exact words, but I did say here would be something that would 
have to need -- that needed real study, because it is a difficult 
one, and I had not heard it until, well, a few weeks back, 

Now, we have been studying this thing, and we say that any 
limitation of the inspections would have to be conformed to the 
necessities required by scientific data, I am giving you exactly 
the advice given me by my scientists, andthey say until this thing 
is examined in all of its elements, you cannot possibly state or fix 
the number of these examinations that would be necessary, be- 
cause how many stations, where they would be, how they are situ- 
ated, what their instrumentation and everything else, all that has 
to be done before you can figure out at all any reasonable, or any, 
you might say appropriate number of on-site inspections. 

(There was a chorus of ‘‘Mr, President.’’) 

THE PRESIDENT: So my ability to make an estimate of what 
is going to be agreed or not agreed is just nil. 


KHRUSHCHEV WELCOME? 


Q. RAY L. SCHERER, NBC: Mr, President, again on the 
Khrushchev visit, if he should express a desire to come here, 
would he be officially welcome? 

THE PRESIDENT: You people love to ask ‘‘if’’ questions, 
don’t you? (Laughter.) 

THE PRESIDENT: I think that you ought to wait until we hear 
something about it, and then see what the situation is. 





























MEDICAL RESEARCH 


Q. EDWARD P, MORGAN, American Broadcasting Company: 
Mr. President, one of the most difficult, indeed tragic, problems 
of your Administration has been the health of many of its members. 
Mr. Quarles died last week, Secretary Dulles is fighting cancer, 
and yesterday General Twining had a serious operation, 

Have these events inclined you at all, sir, to think in terms 
of the increased importance of basic medical research and the 
possible concomitant importance of Federal assistance in such 
projects? 

THE PRESIDENT: The mass of my scientific conviction and 
opinion in this field is that we are doing quite a remarkable job. 
There is one conflict here that most people don’t think of. 

If we take too many medical men, scientists, physicists and 
chemists out of current work and putting them just into future 
research, you are, by that much, limiting the people that are taking 
care of the population right now or taking care of their jobs. And 
frankly, one of our great problems today, and we need research 
on is, how are we going to meet these mounting costs of where for 
any, let’s say, $25 in the hospital a day for a room, and some 
maybe $60 a day for nurses, to say nothing of the operational and 
the loss of income and all that sort of thing. Here is another prob- 
lem in health that has to be studied. 

Now, as I recall, in NIH appropriations since 1953 we have 
quadrupled them, and in the last two years -- since 1956 we have 
doubled them, I think it is $259 million is the Federal share this 
year. To my mind, you cannot possibly expand more rapidly than 
that and do a good job, because you have to look for the facilities 
and talent and everything else that you are looking, as I say, ai the 
same time that you are taking the day-by-day practice and jobs 
we have. So, much as I agree with your, the implicit, the thought 
implicit in your question, that the more we can do to keep these 
people healthy and prevent these things the better, still I think we 
are doing a pretty good job. 

Q. MARVIN L. ARROWSMITH, AP: Thank you, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 


INTER-AMERICAN DEVELOPMENT BANK 


Following is the text of President Eisenhower's May 11 message to Congress trans- 
mitting an agreement for a proposed Inter-American Development Bank: 


TO THE CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES: 

I herewith submit to the Congress the Agreement for the es- 
tablishment of the Inter- American Development Bank together with 
a Special Report of the National Advisory Council on International 
Monetary and Financial Problems recommending United States 
participation as a member of such bank, Representatives of the 
United States took an active part in the inter-American meetings 
which formulated the agreement. I urge that the Congress enact 
legislation authorizing the President to accept membership in the 
bank for the United States and to assume the subscription obliga- 
tions prescribed in the agreement. 

The establishment of the Inter-American Development Bank 
and our participation in it will be a most significant step in the 
history of our economic relations with our Latin American neigh- 
bors. It will fulfill a long-standing desire on the part of the Latin 
American republics to have an Inter-American institution specifi- 
cally designed to promote the financing of accelerated economic 
development in Latin America. At the Buenos Aires Economic 
Conference in August and September of 1957, the United States 
supported a resolution calling for a study of possible solutions for 
the problems of financing economic development, In August of 
1958 the United States indicated that it would be prepared to con- 
sider the establishment of a development institution for Latin 
America and in September of that year an informal meeting in 
Washington of the Foreign Ministers of the American republics 
recommended that a specialized committee of governmental rep- 
resentatives negotiate anc draft an instrument for the organization 
of such adevelopment institution. A Specialized Committee, there- 
after established by a resolution of the Inter-American Economic 
and Social Council, was convened at the Pan American Union in 
Washington on January 8, 1959, and devoted three months of con- 
tinuous effort to the preparation of the agreement which I now lay 
before the Congress for its approval. 

The proposed institution is well designed to serve the needs 
of the Latin American republics on a sound financial basis. The 
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bulk of its assets, $850 million, which are subscribed for the 
capital stock of the bank, are to be used to make or facilitate loans 
on banking terms, repayable in the currency in which the loan has 
been made, Each member republic is called upon to make a sig- 
nificant subscription to the capital of the bank, Of the $850 million 
in authorized capital stock, $400 million is for paid-in shares to 
be paid for in installments over a period of approximately three 
years, Half of each installment is payable in gold or dollars, and 
half in the national currency of the members, The United States 
subscription to the paid-in capital is $150 million, The Latin 
American subscriptions for such capital total $250 million. 

The balance, $450 million of callable capital, will constitute 
a guarantee of borrowings by the bank in capital markets and would 
only be actually expended if the bank were unable to meet its com- 
mitments. It is planned that the bank will rely heavily on raising 
funds from private sources for the financing of sound economic 
development projects in Latin America, The United States portion 
of the callable capital is $200 million. 

It should be noted that the agreement expresses the intention 
of increasing the capitalization of the bank by an additional $500 
million after September 30, 1962, if the increaseis approved by a 
three-fourths vote in the board of governors, The increase would 
be in the form of callable capital and the United States share would 
be approximately $200 million, This arrangement was included in 
recognition of a deep conviction on the part of the Latin American 
representatives that definite provision should be made in the 
agreement for an increase in the capital of the bank at an early 
date. The United States representatives agreed that such an in- 
crease would be desirable but believed that it would be wise to have 
an initial period of experience with the bank’s operations before 
the additional capital was subscribed. Accordingly, if the bank’s 
operations are established on an effective basis in accordance with 
expectations, the United States will in good faith be committed to 
vote for the increase and subscribe to its share of the increased 
capital. 

The agreement also establishes a Fund for Special Operations 
to be financed by specified contributions by all of the member coun- 
tries, half in gold and dollars and half in the national currencies 
of the members. Its initial resources will be $150 million. The 
United States contribution of $100 million is payable in install- 
ments, the first of which will be $50 million. The fund is estab- 
lished for the making of loans onterms and conditions appropriate 
for dealing with special circumstances arising in specific coun- 
tries or with respect to specific projects, where normal terms of 
lending would not be appropriate. Loans bythe fund may be made 
repayable in whole or in part in the currency of the borrowing 
country. The agreement carefully segregates the resources of the 
fund from the capital resources of the bank so as not to jeopardize, 
in any way, the financial soundness of the institution and its ability 
to raise funds in the capital markets. 

It is proposed that the funds necessary to meet the initial por- 
tion of the United States subscription to the bank be provided by 
a no-year appropriation, to be expended at suchtime after its en- 
actment as may be desirable taking into account the active role 
which the United States has played in formulating the proposal for 
the bank, 

The charter authorizes the bank to provide its members, and 
private entities in the territories of the members, with needed 
technical assistance. Particular attention is given to technical 
assistance in the fields of preparation, financing and execution of 
development plans and projects, and the training of personnel 
specializing in the formulation and implementation of development 
plans and projects. These arc two areas where there has long 
been a need for additional assistance and the facilities which will 
be provided by the bank should be very helpful to member coun- 
tries in utilizing their international borrowing capacity for the 
development projects most essential to their economies. 

The representatives of the Latin American countries, as well 
as those of the United States, have demonstrated an awareness of 
the necessity of making adequate provision for safeguarding the 
resources of the institution in order that its future existence as 
an important factor in the development of the hemisphere may be 
assured, In this respect the agreement follows, in many aspects, 
the charter of the International Bank for Reconstruction and De- 
velopment, It is anticipated that the new bank will work closely 
with existing sources of public credit, including the International 
Bank for Reconstruction and Development, the Export-Import 
Bank, and the Development Loan Fund, 
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Presidential Report - 5 


The Special Report of the Natignal Advisory Council, sub- 
mitted herewith, describes the agreement creating the bank in 
greater detail. 

* * * ~ * 

I am strongly of the opinion that because of the following gen- 
eral policy considerations the United States should support the 
creation of this bank for Latin America: 

(1) The special relationship, historical, political and eco- 
nomic, between the United States and the Latin American republics; 

(2) The pressing economic and social problems in the area 
resulting from a rapid rate of increase in population and wide- 
spread desire for improved living conditions; and 

(3) The desirability of an institution which will specialize in 
the needs of Latin America, which will be supported in large part 
by Latin American resources and which will give the Latin Ameri- 
can members a major responsibility in determining priorities and 
authorizing loans. 

I urge the Congress to enact promptly legislation enabling the 
United States to join with the other members of the Organization 
of American States in establishing the Inter- American Development 
Bank which will foster, ina sound and efficient manner, more rapid 
advance by the people of the nations south of our border as they 
strive to improve their material well-being. 

DWIGHT D,. EISENHOWER 


HIGHWAY, HOUSING, WHEAT LEGISLATION 


Following is the text of President Eisenh *s May 13 ge to Congress urging 
action on his highway financing, housing and wheat recommendations: 





TO THE CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES: 

In making my legislative recommendations in January of this 
year I called to the particular attention of the Congress three 
matters requiring urgent consideration and action. It is now some 
four months since I made these recommendations and to date the 
Congress has dealt finally with none of them. On one, it has taken 
no action at all, 

These recommendations were as follows: 

1, To avert a serious disruption of the Interstate Highway 

Program due to an impending deficit in the Highway 
Trust Fund, I recommended a temporary increase in 
the Federal tax on motor fuels; 

2. To avoid the possibility of a serious interruption in 
homebuilding, I recommended an increased authori- 
zation for the insuring of home mortgages by the 
Federal Housing Administration; 

3. To halt the accelerated build-upof surplus agricultural 
commodities and to reduce those stocks and their ever 
mounting cost to the taxpayer, I recommended correc- 
tive legislation. 

Since these recommendations were made, time has grown 

steadily shorter and the problems occasioned bythe lack of action 
in the Congress increasingly critical. 


Highway Trust Fund 

























In setting up the Interstate Highway Program in 1956, the 
Congress provided that it be conducted on a ‘‘pay-as-you-go’’ 
basis and, to accomplish this purpose, established the Highway 
Trust Fund. Motor fuels and other highway user taxes are paid 
into this fund, and Federal grants, amounting to 90 percent of 
the cost of building the Interstate Highway System, are paid to the 
states out of the fund. 

Legislation enacted last year, however, has increased the rate 
at which money is being spent from the fund and nothing has been 
done to put more money into the fund. Because the law wisely 
requires that the fund’s expenditures not exceed its receipts, it 
will be impossible this year, without Congressional action, to 
apportion funds so that the states may make commitments for 
future highway construction. Apportionments inthe following year 
would also be far below those needed to carry forward the road 
building schedule now contemplated by law. 

To keep the Highway Trust Fund on a ‘‘pay-as-you-go”’ basis 
and to maintain the planned construction schedule, I recommended 
a temporary increase of 1%¢ a gallon in the Federal tax on motor 
fuels, effective July first of this year. 

The recent suggestion that receipts from the manufacturers’ 
excise tax on automobiles be earmarked for the trust fund is an 





PAGE 666 -- Week ending May 15, 1959 repoccron punibited in whole ss in port except by editorial client 





unsatisfactory alternative. The transfer of those receipts, running 
about a billion dollars a year, from the general fund to the High- 
way Trust Fund would mean only that the problem would then be 
to raise new taxes to replenish the loss to the general fund, 

An even more unsatisfactory alternative, proposed by some, 
would be legislation to waive the ‘‘pay-as-you-go’’ requirement, 
This would only be a refusal to face reality -- one that the Con- 
gress would be hard put to explain. Less than three years ago, 
as a matter of legislative policy, the Congress declared in the 
Highway Revenue Act of 1956 that if it ever appears that the trust 
fund’s total receipts will be less than its total expenditures ‘‘the 
Congress shall enact legislation in order to bring about a balance 
of total receipts and total expenditures,” 

Less than two months remain for timely, responsible action 
by the Congress on my recommendation, 


Housing 

In January I urged the enactment of emergency legislation to 
increase by $6 billion the Federal Housing Administration’s author- 
ity to insure privately extended home mortgages. This recom- 
mendation has not been enacted, The height of the home-building 
season is upon us, builders must plan ahead and the agency’s in- 
surance authority is in danger of being exhausted. 

The $6 billionincrease in authority involves no Federal spend- 
ing and FHA’s operations are self-supporting. 

Because it could see that its authority was running out, the 
agency late last year, where it could, began issuing agreements 
to insure in the future provided it then actually had authority re- 
maining. By thus substituting provisional agreements for actual 
commitments, the agency has been able to avoid an abrupt halt 
in its operations due to a lack of insurance authority. 

Although the agency may be able tocontinue on this temporary 
basis until June thirtieth, the end of the fiscal year, the situation 
grows more precarious every day. The agency’s outstanding 
agreements to insure in the future now exceed $3 billion, more than 
twice the amount of the agency’s remaining authority to make actual 
insurance commitments. To avoid the possibility of a serious in- 
terruption in home-building all across America, sound Congres- 
sional action in this area is urgently needed. 


Wheat 


I have frequently requested legislation to deliver our farmers 
and taxpayers everywhere from the mounting failures and stagger- 
ing excesses of the mandatory farm price support and production 
control program. Unless this pressing issue is squarely met and 
resolutely dealt with, the next few years will see the surplus prob- 
lem, because of its staggering cost to increasingly frustrated and 
impatient taxpayers, crash of its own weight, carrying with it all 
that is sound and good in the support of agriculture by the Federal 
Government. 

The most dramatic failure of all -- andthe problem requiring 
the most urgent attention -- is the wheat program. Surplus wheat 
stocks are already two and one-half times our annual domestic 
consumption for food. By July 1 of next year these stocks are 
expected to reach 1.5 billion bushels and to involve an investment 
of $3.5 billion by the Federal Government, Wheat storage, handling 
and interest charges alone will cost the American taxpayer close 
to half a billion dollars in the next fiscal year. Final proof of the 
present program’s utter failure to control production lies in the 
fact that the last wheat crop was the largest in history. 

Because the Secretary of Agriculture is required by law to 
announce a continuation of this thoroughly discredited program by 
the fifteenth of May, in January I urgently recommended corrective 
legislation. The deadline set by law is now only two days away, 
No such legislation has been passed. I understand that at this late 
hour the Congress has elected further to postpone its decision by 
briefly extending the deadline for announcing next year’s wheat 
program, Having chosen this course, the Congress should use this 
added time to enact realistic and constructive legislation that will 
effectively avert the impending disaster in wheat. 

* * * * * * 

I am compelled once again to call these particular matters to 
the special attention of the Congress because the orderly and 
efficient conduct of the people’s business so requires, I urge the 
Congress to act expeditiously in these critical areas. 

DWIGHT D, EISENHOWER 
(Continued on p. 671) 



























Public Laws -- Bills Introduced 





PUBLIC LAWS 


Public Law 86-17 
H J Res 301 -- Provide for printing copies of "Cannon's Procedure in the House of 


Representatives. " JONES (D Mo.) -- 3/11/59 -- House Administration reported 
March 25, 1959. tiouse passed March 25, 1959. Senate Rules and Administration 
reported April 15, 1959. Senate passed April 29, 1959. President signed May 

4, 1959. 


Public Law 86-18 

S J Res 19 -- Authorize Architect of Capitol to present to Senators and Representatives 
from Alaska first official flag of U.S. bearing 49 stars and which is flown over 
west front of U.S. Capitol. BARTLETT (D Alaska), Gruening (D Alaska) -- 1/20/59 
-- Senate Rules and Administration reported Feb. 26, 1959. Senate passed March 
18, 1959. House Administration reported April 20, 1959. House passed April 20, 
1959. President signed May 4, 1959. 


BILLS INTRODUCED 


CQ’s eight subject categories and their subdivisions: 


7. MISC, & ADMINISTRATIVE 
Astronautics & Atomic Energy 
Commemorative 
Congress, Constitution, 

Civil Rights 
Government Operations 


. AGRICULTURE 
APPROPRIATIONS 
. EDUCATION & WELFARE 
Education & Housing 
Health & Welfare 
4, FOREIGN POLICY 


wnr 


Immigration Indians, D.C., Territories 
International Affairs Judicial Procedures 
. LABOR Lands, Public Works, Resources 


. MILITARY & VETERANS Post Office & Civil Service 
Armed Services & Defense 8, TAXES & ECONOMIC POLICY 
Veterans Business & Commerce 

Taxes & Tariffs 


awn 


Within each category are Senate bills inchronological order followed 
by House bills in chronological order. Bills are described as follows: 
Bill number, brief description of provisions, sponsor’s name, date 
introduced and committee to which bill was assigned. Bills sponsored 
by more than one Senator are listed under the first sponsor, with addi- 
tional sponsors listed. Private bills are not listed. 


1. Agriculture 


SENATE 





S 1884 -- Transfer the administration of the program for distribution of surplus agri- 
cultural food commodities to needy persons. KENNEDY (D Mass.), Murray (D 
Mont. ), Byrd (D W. Va.), Clark (D Pa.), Cooper (R Ky.), Hart (D Mich. ), 
Humphrey (D Minn.), McGee (D Wyo.), McNamara (D Mich. ), McCarthy (D 
Minn. ), Morse (D Ore.), Randolph (D W. Va.), Yarborough (D Texas), Young 
(D Ohio), Young (R N.D.) -- 5/7/59 -- Agriculture and Forestry. 

S J Res 95 -- Provide for acceleration of the various reforestation programs of the 
Department of Agriculture and Department of the Interior. MANSFIELD (D Mont. ), 
Aiken (R Vt.), Anderson (D N.M.), Byrd (D W. Va.), Cooper (R Ky.), Hart 
(D Mich. ), Kuchel (R Calif.), Murray (D Mont.), Randolph (D W. Va.), Stennis 
(D Miss. ) -- 5/5/59 -- Agriculture and Forestry and Interior and Insular Affairs, 
Jointly. 


HOUSE 


HR 6861 -- Provide for a specific contribution by State governments to cost of feed or 
seed furnished to farmers, ranchers, or stockmen in disaster areas. HOEVEN (R 
lowa) -- 5/4/59 -- Agriculture. 

HR 6901 -- Provide for stabilizing broiler and egg industries by instituting a program 
for marketing regulations. AUCHINCLOSS (R N. J.) -- 5/6/59 -- Agriculture. 

HR 6924 -- Amend Agricultural Act of 1949 to provide full parity price supports re 
barley, corn, oats, rye, soybeans, flax, and grain sorghums, and reduce produc- 
tion and surpluses of such crops by voluntary participation. LANGEN (R Minn. ) 
-~ 5/6/59 -- Agriculture. 

HR 6936 -- Amend Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended. JOHNSON (D 
Colo. ) -- 5/6/59 -= Agriculture. 

H J Res 362 -- Provide for acceleration of various reforestction programs of Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and Department of Interior. SIKES (D Fla.) -- 5/4/59 -- 
Agriculture. 

H J Res 363 -- Similar to H J Res 362. ANDERSON (D Mont.) -- 5/5/59. 

H J Res 364 -- Similar to H J Res 362. COFFIN (D Maine) -- 5/5/59. 

H J Res 365 -- Similar to H J Res 362. GAVIN (R Pa.) -- 5/5/59. 

H J Res 366 -- Similar to H J Res 362. METCALF (D Mont.) -- 5/5/59. 

H J Res 367 -- Similar to H J Res 362. MEYER (D Vt.) -- 5/5/59. 

H J Res 368 -- Similar to H J Res 362. BENNETT (R Mich. ) -- 5/6/59. 

H J Res 369 -- Similar to H J Res 362. BLATNIK (D Minn. ) -- 5/6/59. 

H J Res 371 -- Similar to H J Res 362. HECHLER (D W. Va.) -- 5/6/59. 

H J Res 372 -- Similar to H J Res 362. JOHNSON (D Calif.) -- 5/6/59. 

H J Res 389 -- Similar to H J Res 362. MILLER, G. P. (D Calif.) -- 5/7/59. 


In the House identical bills are sponsored by several Members but 
each bill has only one sponsor and one number. In such cases only the 
first bill introduced -- that with the lowest bill number -- is described 
in full. Bills introduced subsequently during the period and identical 
in nature are cited back to the earliest bills. Private bills are not listed. 





TALLY OF BILLS 











The number of measures -- Public bills listed this week: 
public and private -- introduced 
in the 86th Congress from Jan. Bills 
7, 1959, through May 8, 1959. S 1850 - 1886 
HR 6845 - 7032 
Senate House | Resolutions 
Bills 1,886 7,039 S J Res 95 - 96 
Joint Resolutions 96 389 S Con Res none 
Concurrent S Res 115 - 116 
Resolutions 29 173 H J Res 359 - 389 
Simple Resolutions 116 262 H Con Res 168 -173 
——— H Res 257 - 262 
TOTAL 2,127 7,863 





2. Appropriations 


NO INTRODUCTIONS 


3. Education and Welfare 


EDUCATION & HOUSING 
NO INTRODUCTION S 
HEALTH & WELFARE 
HOUSE 


HR 6852 -- Amend Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to permit the temporary list- 
ing and certification of F. D. & C. Yellow Nos. 3 and 4 for coloring edible fat 
under tolerances found safe by Secretary of Health, Education, and Welfare, so as 
to permit continuance of established coloring practices in edible fat industries 
pending congr 1 tment of ral legislation for listing and certification 
of food color additives under safe tolerances. CURTIS (R Mo.) -- 5/4/59 -- Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

HR 6853 -- Extend coverage of military service under old-age survivors, and disability 
insurance system to include inactive duty training. DULSKI (D N. Y.) -- 5/4/59 
-- Ways and Means. 

HR 6856 -- Amend title Il of Social Security Act to provide that a widow under retire- 
ment age or a former wife divorced may continue to receive mother's insurance 
benefits even though none of the children of her deceased husband are any longer 
entitled to child's insurance benefits, if she is 50 years of age or over when the 
last such child ceases to be so entitled. GEORGE (D Kan.) -- 5/4/59 -- Ways 
and Means. 

HR 6857 -- Amend title II of Social Security Act to broaden and make more realistic 
the definitions of "disability" for purposes of entitlement to disability insurance 
benefits and disability freeze. GEORGE (D Kan.) -- 5/4/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 6858 -- Amend title II of Social Security Act: to provide that certain illegitimate 
children may be entitled to benefits th tanding provisions of 
State law which would otherwise prevent such euttlenant. GEORGE (D Kan.) 

-- 5/4/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 6859 -- Amend title Il of Social Security Act to increase from $1,200 to $1,800 the 
amount of outside earnings permitted each year without deductions from benefits 
thereunder. GEORGE (D Kan.) -- 5/4/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 6860 -- Amend section 5 (B) (4) of Federal Alcoholic Administration Act, title 27, 
U.S.C. , section 203 (b) (4). HEBERT (D La.) -- 5/4/59 -- Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 
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Bills - 2 


HR 6863 -- Amend title II of the Social Security Act to provide that a fully insured 
individual may qualify for disability "freeze" and for disability insurance bene- 
fits, in certain cases, with 10 quarters of coverage. KOWALSKI (D Conn.) -- 
5/4/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 6866 -- Amend Social Security Act to provide that the Secretary of Health, Edu- 
cation, and Welfare shall, under certain circumstances, disclose current addresses 
of husbands and parents who have deserted their families. METCALF (D Mont. ) 
-- 5/4/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 6871 -- Amend Public Health Service Act to provide for a public health training 
program. RHODES (D Pa.) -- 5/4/59 -- Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

HR 6872 -- Similar to HR 6871. COHELAN (D Calif. ) -- 5/4/59. 

HR 6873 -- Similar to HR 6871. MOORHEAD (D Pa.) -- 5/4/59. 

HR 6890 -- Amend Railroad Retirement Act and Social Security Act to eliminate all 
restrictions upon right of an individual to receive benefits simultaneously under 
both acts or to receive more than one annuity under Railroad Retirement Act. 
DAVIS (D Ga. ) -- 5/5/59 -- Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

HR 6906 -- Authorize a 10-year program of grants for construction of medical, dental, 
and public health educational facilities. FOGARTY (D R. I.) -- 5/6/59 -- Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

HR 6913 -- Similar to HR 6871. ROBERTS (D Ala.) -- 5/6/59. 

HR 6922 -- Similar to HR 4871. DOLLINGER (D N. Y.) -- 5/6/59. 

HR 7012 -- Encourage use of private benefit plans in lieu of social security by provid- 
ing that individuals who are eligible for certain benefits under such plans not be 
entitled to social security benefits or subject to social security taxes. CURTIS 
(R Mo.) -- 5/7/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 7014 -- Provide for vesting of primary responsibility for protection of the public 
health and safety from radiation hazards in Public Health Service of Department 
of Health, Education, and Welfare. FOGARTY (D R. I.) -- 5/7/59 -- Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 


4. Foreign Policy 
IMMIGRATION 
HOUSE 


HR 6909 -- Amend Immigration and Nationality Act re travel in time of war or na- 
tional emergency and passport procedures. MOORE (R W. Va.) -- 5/6/59 -- 
Judiciary. 

HR 6923 -- Amend Immigration and Nationality Act to provide for registration with 
certain U.S. consular officers of the birth of those persons born abroad who are 
citizens at birth. HOLTZMAN (DN. Y.) -- 5/6/59 -- Judiciary. 


INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS 
SENATE 


S 1857 -- Promote foreign trade of U. S. in grapes and plums; protect reputation of 
American-grown grapes and plums in foreign markets; prevent deception or mis- 
representation as to quality of such products moving in foreign commerce; provide 
for commercial inspection of such products entering such commerce. ENGLE (D 
Calif. ), Kuchel (R Calif.) -- 5/5/59 -- Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S 1859 -- Promote the foreign policy of the U.S. by amending U. S. Information and 
Educational Exchange Act of 1948 (P. L. 402, 80th Cong. ). FULBRIGHT (D Ark. ) 
(by request) -- 5/5/59 -- Foreign Relations. 

S 1877 -- Amend act of May 26, 1949, as amended, to strengthen and improve or- 
ganization of Department of State. FULBRIGHT (D Ark.) -- 5/7/59 -- Foreign 
Relations. 


HOUSE 


HR 6876 -- Amend International Cultural Exchange and Trade Fair Participation Act 
of 1956 to authorize President to provide for participation by foreign governments 
and citizens of other countries in artistic and cultural activities in the U. S. 
THOMPSON (DN. J.) -- 5/4/59 -- Foreign Affairs. 

HR 6877 -- Provide for establishment of a U.S. Foreign Service Academy. TRIMBLE 
(D Ark.) -- 5/4/59 -- Foreign Affairs. 

HR 6894 -- Amend Trading with Enemy Act, as amended. HARRIS (D Ark.) -- 5/5/59 
-- Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

HR 6897 -- Promote foreign policy of the U.S. by providing for appointment of an as- 
sistant to the Secretary of State to assure the coherent development of all official 
international cultural activities of the U.S. LINDSAY (RN. Y.) -- 5/5/59 -- 
Foreign Affairs. 

HR 6938 -- Amend section 4 of War Claims Act of 1948 to provide benefits to certain 
contractors’ employees. O'BRIEN (D N. Y.) -- 5/6/59 -- Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

HR 7006 -- Provide for denial of passports to supporters of the international Communist 
movement, for review of passport denials. BENTLEY (R Mich.) -- 5/7/59 -- 
Foreign Affairs. 

H J Res 360 -- Authorize participation by the U.S. in parliamentary conferences with 
Mexico. MONTOYA (D N. M.) -- 5/4/59 -- Foreign Affairs. 

H J Res 361 -- Establish a National Institute for International Health and Medical 
Research, to provide for international cooperation in health research, research 
training and research planning. ROBERTS (D Ala.) -- 5/4/59 -- Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

H J Res 370 -- Similar to H J Res 361. FOGARTY (D R. |.) -- 5/6/59. 





COPYRIGHT 1959 CONGRESSIONAL QUARTERLY INC 


PAGE 668 -- Week ending May 15, 1959 repeccrion prohibited tn whole or in prt except by editorial clients 








H J Res 373 -- Re U.S. diplomatic relations with Republics of Ukraine and Byelo- 
russia. O'HARA (D III.) -- 5/6/59 -- Foreign Affairs. 

H Con Res 168 -- Express sense of Congress re U.N. Charter revision. FLYNN (D 
Wis. ) -- 5/5/59 -- Foreign Affairs. 

H Con Res 169 -- Provide for development through U. N. of international educational 
programs. O'HARA (0D Ill.) -- 5/6/59 -- Foreign Affairs. 





H Con Res 171 -- Express sense of Congress that President should take leadership in 
promptly calling a conference between free world democratic nations and African 
leaders to plan and promote future peaceful development and security of Africa 
by joint effort. FULTON (R Pa.) -- 5/6/59 -- Foreign Affairs. 

H Res 257 -- Provide for unity of Ireland. DOLLINGER (D N. Y.) -- 5/4/59 -- For- 


eign Affairs. 


H Res 261 -- Favor international agreement for suspension of nuclear weapons tests. 
FARBSTEIN (D N. Y.) -- 5/6/59 -- Foreign Affairs. 
H Res 262 -- Similar to H Res 261. MONAGAN (D Conn.) -- 5/6/59. 


5. Labor 


SENATE 


S 1874 -- Amend Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938, as amended, re handling of agri- 
cultural commodities. STENNIS (D Miss. ) -- 5/7/59 -- Labor and Public Welfare. 


HOUSE 


HR 6908 -- Prohibit discrimination because of age in hiring and employment of persons 
by Government contractors. MOORE (R W. Va.) -- 5/6/59 -- Judiciary. 


6. Military and Veterans 


ARMED SERVICES & DEFENSE 


SENATE 


S 1875 -- Amend title 10 of U.S.C. to encourage competition in procurement by 
armed services. JAVITS (R N. Y.), Keating (R N.Y.) -- 5/7/59 -- Armed Services. 


HOUSE 


HR 6850 -- Amend title II of Servicemen's and Veterans' Survivor Benefits Act to pro- 
vide for payment of death gratuity in certain cases involving deaths after June 


27, 1950 and before Jan. 1 


Services. 


, 1957. CHENOWETH (R Colo.) -- 5/4/59 -- Armed 


HR 6865 -- Further amend act of September 27, 1944, re credit for military or naval 
service in connection with certain homestead entries. METCALF (D Mont.) -- 
5/4/59 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 6928 -- Confer jurisdiction over lowa Ordnance Plantreservation upon State of 
lowa. SCHWENGEL (R lowa) -- 5/6/59 -- Armed Services. 

HR 6964 -- Amend title 10 of U.S.C. to encourage competition in procurement by 
armed services. ANFUSO (D N. Y.) -- 5/7/59 -- Armed Services. 


HR 6965 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6966 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6967 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6968 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6969 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6970 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6971 -= Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6972 -= Similar to HR 6964. 


HR 6973 -~ Similar to HR 6964. 


HR 6974 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6975 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6976 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6977 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6978 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 5979 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6980 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6981 == Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6982 -~ Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6983 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6984 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6985 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6986 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6987 -~ Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6988 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6989 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6990 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6991 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6992 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6993 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6994 -= Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6995 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6996 -=- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6997 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6998 -- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 6999 -~- Similar to HR 6964. 
HR 7000 -- Similar to HR 6964. 





BECKER (RN. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
BOSCH (RN. Y.) -~ 5/7/59. 
BUCKLEY (D N.Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
CELLER (D N.Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
DELANEY (DN. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
DEROUNIAN (RN. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
DOLLINGER (D N. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
DOOLEY (R N. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
DORN (RN. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
DULSKI (D N. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
FARBSTEIN (D N. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
FINO (RN. Y.) -- 5/7/59. ' 
HALPERN (RN. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
HEALEY (D N. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
HOLTZMAN (D N.Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
KELLY (D N.Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
KEOGH (D N. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
LINDSAY (RN. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
MILLER (R N.Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
MULTER (D N. Y.) -= 5/7/59. 
O'BRIEN (D N. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
OSTERTAG (RN. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
PILLION (RN. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
PIRNIE (R N.Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
POWELL (D N. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
RAY (RN. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
RIEHLMAN (RN. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
ROBISON (RN. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
ROONEY (DN. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
ST. GEORGE (R N. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
SANTANGELO (DN. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
STRATTON (D N. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
TABER (RN. Y.) -~ 5/7/59. 
TAYLOR (8 N.Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
TELLER (D N. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 
WAINWRIGHT (R N. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 





















HR 7001 -- Similar to HR 6964. WEIS (R N. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 

HR 7002 -- Similar to HR 6964. ZELENKO (DN. Y.) -- 5/7/59. 

HR 7021 -- Establish comparative equalization in monthly income at age 65 for mili- 
tary service rendered by those who retired from armed services prior to January 1, 
1957, based on equal grade and length of service with those who retired after that 
date, and who are in receipt of social security benefits. KASEM (D Calif.) (by 
request) -- 5/7/59 -- Armed Services. 

HR 7030 -- Amend title 10, U. S.C. , section 2667, to direct Secretaries of military 

departments to lease property for public school use without reservation of monetary 

consideration therefor. VINSON (D Ga.) -- 5/7/59 -- Armed Services. 


VETERANS 
HOUSE 


HR 6849 -- Authorize benefits under laws administered by Veterans’ Administration 
when service department having jurisdiction does not certify "not in line of 
duty". BOYKIN (D Ala.) -- 5/4/59 -- Veterans’ Affairs. 

HR 6875 -- Amend chapter 15 of title 38, U.S.C. , to provide for payment of a pension 
of $100 per month to World War | veterans who have attained age of 60 years. 
ROGERS (R Mass. ) (by request) -- 5/4/59 -- Veterans’ Affairs. 

HR 6892 -- Extend to veterans of Spenish-American War, including Philippine Insur- 
rection and Boxer Rebellior., same eligibility for hospital care for any disability 
from Veterans' Administration as they now enjoy re outpatient medical services. 
FLYNN (D Wis.) -- 5/5/59 -- Veterans' Affairs. 

HR 6932 -- Provide readjustment assistance to veterans who served in Armed Forces 
between January 31, 1955, and July 1, 1963. WOLF (D lowa) -- 5/6/59 -- 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

HR 7027 -- Amend title 38, U.S.C. , to increase annual income limitations governing 
payment of pension for disability or death. MOORE (R W. Va.) -- 5/7/59 -- 
Veterans’ Affairs. 


7. Miscellaneous-Administrative 
ASTRONAUTICS & ATOMIC ENERGY 


HOUSE 


HR 7007 -- Authorize appropriations to National Aeronautics and Space Administra- 
tion for salaries and expenses, research and development, construction and equip- 
ment. BROOKS (D La.) -- 5/7/59 -- Science and Astronautics. 


COMMEMORATIVE 
HOUSE 


HR 7005 -- Provide for striking of medals in commemoration of the 100th anniversary 
of first significant discovery of silver in U. S., June 1859. BARING (D Nev.) 
-- 5/7/59 -- Banking and Currency. 

H Con Res 172 -- Proclaim second week in June of each year as National Little 
League Baseball Week. DEROUNIAN (R N. Y.) -- 5/7/59 -- Judiciary. 


CONGRESS, CONSTITUTION & CIVIL RIGHTS 
SENATE 


S Res 115 -- Authorize studies as to the effectiveness of present governmental organiza- 
tion and procedures for development and execution of national policy for survival 
in contest with world communism. JACKSON (D Wash.) -- 5/5/59 -- Rules and 
Administration. 

S Res 116 -- Provide for appointment of an Assistant Presiding Officer of the Senate. 
STENNIS (D Miss. ) -- 5/7/59 -- Rules and Administration. 


HOUSE 


HR 6934 -- Secure, protect, and strengthen civil rights accruing to individuals under 
the Constitution and laws of U. S. FULTON (R Pa.) -- 5/6/59 -- Judiciary. 

HR 6935 -~ Similar to HR 6934. HOLTZMAN (DN. Y.) -- 5/6/59. 

H J Res 359 -- Propose an amendment to the Constitution of the U.S. HARGIS (D 
Kan.) -- 5/4/59 -- Judiciary. 

H Con Res 170 -- Provide for printing of a publication in connection with exercises 
of the joint session of Congress on February 12, 1959. SCHWENGEL (R lowa) 
-- 5/6/59 -- House Administration. 

H Con Res 173 -- Express sense of Congress that House Concurrent Resolution 108, 
dated August 1, 1953 (83d Cong. ) be interpreted as stating an objective, not 
an immediate goal, as it pertains to Indian "termination" of relations with the 
Government. ULLMAN (D Ore.) -- 5/7/59 -= Interior and Insular Affairs. 

H Res 258 -- Authorize printing of additional copies of H Rept. 259, current session. 
WALTER (D Pa.) -- 5/4/59 -- House Administration. 

H Res 259 -- Require each Member of the House to disclose certain information re 
his employees and rental of office space and regulating place of performance 
of duties by certain House committee employees. LINDSAY (R N.Y.) -- 5/5/59 
-- House Administration. 

H Res 260 -- Consider HR 3460. TRIMBLE (D Ark.) -- 5/5/59 -- Calendar. 











GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS 
SENATE 


S$ 1851 -- Establish a Commission on a Department of Science and Technology. HUMPH- 
REY (D Minn.), Capehart (R Ind.), Mundt (R S.D.), Gruening (D Alaska), 
Muskie (D Maine), Yarborough (D Texas), Keating (R N. Y.) -- 5/5/59 -- Gov- 
ernment Operations. 


HOUSE 


HR 6904 -- Establish an Advisory Commission on Intergovernmental Relations. FOUN- 
TAIN (D N.C.) -- 5/6/59 -- Government Operations. 

HR 6905 -- Similar to HR 6904. DWYER (R N. J.) -- 5/6/59. 

HR 6942 -- Amend so-called Buy American Act to provide that Congress have right 
to disapp certain contracts entered into by agencies of Federal Government 
for purpose of acquiring articles, materials, or supplies from abroad. STRATTON 
(D N.Y.) -- 5/6/59 -- Public Works. 

HR 7024 -- Establish a Department of Consumers in order to secure within Federal 
Government effective representation of economic interests of consumers; co- 
ordinate administration of services by transferring to such Department 
certain functions of the Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, the 
Department of Labor, and other agencies. McCORMACK (D Mass.) -- 5/7/59 -- 
Government Operations. 








INDIANS, D. C., TERRITORIES 


SENATE 

S 1867 -- Provide for repr tation of indigents in judicial proceedings in D.C. 
BIBLE (D Nev.) -- 5/5/59 -- District of Columbia. 

S 1868 -- Provide for reguletion of credit life insurance and credit accident and 
health insurance. BIBLE (D Nev.) (by request) -- 5/5/59 -- District of Columbia. 

S 1869 -- Amend D.C. Teachers’ Salary Act of 1955, as amended. BIBLE (D Nev.) 
(by request) -- 5/5/59 -- District of Columbia. 

S 1870 -- Provide for i ing, registration, and for regulation of pro- 
fessional and practical nurses, and for nursing education in D.C. BIBLE (D Nev.) 
(by request) -- 5/5/59 -- District of Columbia. 





tion, li 





HOUSE 


HR 6869 -- Provide that milk ordinance and code, 1953, recommendations of the Public 
Health Service, be in effect in D.C. NELSEN (R Minn.) -- 5/4/59 -- District 
of Columbia. 

HR 6893 -- Amend D.C. Stadium Act of 1957 re motor-vehicle parking areas. HARRIS 
(D Ark.) -- 5/5/59 -- District of Columbia. 

HR 6914 -- Donate to Confederated Tribes of the Warm Springs Reservation, Oregon, 
approximately 48. 89 acres of Federal land. ULLMAN (D Ore.) -- 5/6/59 -- In- 
terior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 6929 -- Amend act entitled "An act making appropriations to provide for expenses 
of government of D.C. for fiscal year ending June 30, 1911, and for other pur- 
poses", approved May 18, 1910. SMITH (D Va.) -- 5/6/59 -- District of Colum- 
bia. 

HR 7003 -- Provide for a referendum in Puerto Rico on admission of Puerto Rico into 
the Union as a State, and establish the procedure for such admission if the 
people of Puerto Rico desire it. ANFUSO (D N. Y.) -- 5/7/59 -- Interior and 
Insular Affairs. 


JUDICIAL PROCEDURES 
SENATE 
S 1860 -- Provide for settlement of certain claims resulting from jet flight activities at 
Pease Air Force Base, N.H. BRIDGES (R N.H.), Cotton (R N.H.) -- 5/5/59 -- 
Judiciary. 


HOUSE 





HR 6864 -- Provide for rep tation of indigent defend in criminal cases in the 
district courts of the U.S. McDOWELL (D Del.) -- 5/4/59 -- Judiciary. 

HR 6898 -- Establish rules of interpretation governing questions of effect of acts of 
Congress on State laws. ROGERS (D Fla.) -- 5/5/59 -- Judiciary. 

HR 6918 -- Provide that no officer or employee of the U.S. or any agency thereof 
be charged with loss of salary or compensation or with loss of annual leave with 
pay for any time taken which has required his or her attendance upon court pro- 
ceedings, including travel time to and from, whether in State, Territorial, or Fed- 
eral courts, and whether said officer or employee is a party plaintiff, a party 
defendant, or a witness, and whether or not the Government or the District of 
Columbia is a party. BYRNE (D Pa.) (by request) -- 5/6/59 -- Judiciary. 


LANDS, PUBLIC WORKS, RESOURCES 
SENATE 
S 1855 -- Amend Mineral Leasing Act of 1920 in order to increase certain ocreage 


limitations re State of Alaska. GRUENING (D Alaska), Bartlett (D Alaska) -- 
5/5/59 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 
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Bills - 4 


§ 1871 -- Authorize establishment of the Hubbell Trading Post National Historic Site, 
in State of Arizona. HAYDEN (D Ariz.) -- 5/7/59 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

S 1872 -- Amend Historic Sites Act of August 21, 1935, to provide a method for pre- 
serving sites, areas, buildings, and objects of national, regional or local historical 
significance which are threatened with destruction by federally financed programs. 
HUMPHREY (D Minn. ) -- 5/7/59 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 


S 1876 -- Provide for a memorial in city of Detroit, Mich. , to certain American soldiers 


who died in War of 1812. HART (D Mich.), McNamara (D Mich.) -- 5/7/59 -- 
Rules and Administration. 

S 1883 -- Facilitate transmission of electric power by U. S. CHURCH (D Idaho) -- 
5/7/59 -- Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S J Res 96 -- Grant consent of Congress to a compact entered into between State of 
New York and State of New Jersey for creation of New York-New Jersey Trans- 
portation Agency. JAVITS (RN. Y.), Case (R N.J.), Keating (R N. Y.), Williams 
(DN. J.) (by request) -- 5/7/59 -- Judiciary. 


HOUSE 


HR 6851 -- Authorize establishment of a national historic site at Bent's Old Fort near 
La Junta, Colo. CHENOWETH (R Colo. ) -- 5/4/59 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 689] -- Authorize appropriations for Federal-aid primary system of highways for 
purpose of equitably reimbursing States for certain free and toll roads on National 
System of Interstate and Defense Highways. DEROUNIAN (RN. Y.) -- 5/5/59 
-- Public Works. 

HR 6903 -- Similar to HR 6891. DULSKI (D N. Y.) -- 5/6/59. 

HR 6912 -- Amend title 23 of U.S C., re highways in order to permit States having 
toll and free roads, bridges, and tunnels designated as part of National System 
of Interstate and Defense Highways to designate other routes for inclusion in 
Interstate System. RIEHLMAN (RN. Y.) -- 5/6/59 -- Public Works. 

HR 6926 -~ Facilitate transmission of electric power by U.S. PFOST (D Idaho) -- 
5/6/59 -- Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

HR 6939 -- Amend act providing for leasing of coal lands in Alaska in order to increase 
acreage limitation in such act. RIVERS (D Alaska) -- 5/6/59 -- Interior and In- 
sular Affairs. 

HR 6940 -- Amend Minera! Leasing Act of 1920 to increase certain acreage limitations 
re State of Alaska. RIVERS (D Alaska) ~- 5/6/59 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 7004 -- Facilitate administration of public lands. ASPINALL (D Colo.) (by request) 
-- 5/7/59 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 7019 -- Amend Tennessee Valley Authority Act of 1933 to place the officers and 
employees of Tennessee Valley Authority in the competitive civil service. JENSEN 
(R lowa) -- 5/7/59 -- Public Works. 

HR 7025 -- Amend act of July 3, 1918, to provide an open season for 2 months of 
each year on certain migratory birds. McSWEEN (D La.) -- 5/7/59 -- Foreign 
Affairs. 

H J Res 374 -- Prohibit Tennessee Valley Authority from awarding certain contracts 
without prior approval of Committees on Public Works of Senate and House of 
Representatives. STRATTON (DN. Y.) -- 5/6/59 -- Public Works. 

H J Res 375 -- Grant consent of Congress to a compact entered into between State 
of New York and State of New Jersey for creation of New York-New Jersey 
Transportation Agency. ADDONIZIO (D N. J.) -- 5/7/59 -- Judiciary. 

H J Res 376.-- Similar to H J Res 375. AUCHINCLOSS (R N. J.) -- 5/7/59. 

H J Res 377 -- Similar to H J Res 375. CAHILL (R N. J.) -- 5/7/59. 

H J Res 378 -~ Similar to H J Res 375. CANFIELD (R N. J.) -- 5/7/59. 

H J Res 379 -- Similar to H J Res 375. DANIELS (D N. J.) -- 5/7/59. 

H J Res 380 -- Similar to H J Res 375. DWYER (RN. J.) -- 5/7/59. 

H J Res 381 -- Similar to H J Res 375. FRELINGHUYSEN (R N. J.) -- 5/7/59. 

H J Res 382 -- Similar to H J Res 375. GALLAGHER (D N. J.) -- 5/7/59. 

H J Res 383 -- Similar to H J Res 375. GLENN (RN. J.) -- 5/7/59. 

H J Res 384 -- Similar to H J Res 375. OSMERS (R N. J.) -- 5/7/59. 

H J Res 385 -~ Similar to H J Res 375. RODINO (D N. J.) -- 5/7/59. 

H J Res 7% -- Similar to H J Res 375. THOMPSON (DN. J.) -- 5/7/59. 

H J Re: 87 -- Similar to H J Res 375. WALLHAUSER (RN. J.) -- 5/7/59. 

H JR. “8 -- Similar to H J Res 375. WIDNALL (RN. J.) -- 5/7/59. 


POST OFFICE & CIVIL SERVICE 
SENATE 


S 1853 -- Permit unmarried annuitants under Civil Service Retirement Act of May 29, 
1930, as amended, to elect survivorship annuities upon subsequent marriage. 
BEALL (R Md.) -- 5/5/59 -- Post Office and Civil Service. 

S 1854 -- Amend act of October 24, 1951, to provide that police of National Zoo- 
logical Park receive salaries at same rates as officers and members of Metropolitan 
Police force of D.C. BEALL (R Md.) -- 5/5/59 -- Rules and Administration. 


HOUSE 


HR 6845 -- Supplement provisions of act of August 12, 1955, and act of August 28, 
1958, in order to provide opportunity for Government employees to obtain career- 
conditional and career appointments in competitive civil service in certain ad- 
ditional cases. ANFUSO (D N. Y.) -- 5/4/59 -- Post Office and Civil Service. 

HR 6846 -~ Establish a Central Security Office to coordinate administration of Federal 

personnel loyalty and security programs, to prescribe administrative procedure 

for hearing and review of cases arising under such programs. BARRY (R N.Y.) -- 

5/4/59 -- Post Office and Civil Service. 
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HR 6847 -- Provide an income credit in case of civil-service annuities received by 
nonresident alien individuals not engaged in trade or business within the U. S. 
BENTLEY (R Mich.) -- 5/4/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 6854 -- Extend application of Classificetion Act of 1949 to certain positions in 
and employees of, the executive branch of Government. FOGARTY (D R. |.) 

-- 5/4/59 -- Post Office and Civil Service. 

HR 6855 -- Similar to HR 6846. FOLEY (D Md.) -- 5/4/59. 

HR 6862 -- Supplement act of July 30, 1956, by providing in certain additional 
cases for granting of status of regular substitute in postal field service. HOLLAND 
(D Pa.) -- 5/4/59 -- Post Office and Civil Service. 

HR 6867 ~~ Permit transmission as third or fourth-class mail of medical prescriptions 
with written or printed instructions for use thereof. MOULDER (D Mo.) -- 
5/4/59 -- Post Office and Civil Service. 

HR 6870 -- Provide for uniformity of application of certain postal requirements re dis- 
closure of average numbers of copies of publications sold or distributed to paid 
subscribers. REES (R Kan.) -- 5/4/59 -- Post Office and Civil Service. 

HR 6880 -~ Provide for issuance of a national health research stamp for support of 
National Institutes of Health. ZELENKO (D N. Y.) -- 5/4/59 -- Post Office 
and Civil Service. 

HR 6899 -- Amend Postal Field Service Compensation Act of 1955 to transfer key 
position of elevator operator from level 2 to level 3 of postal field service 
schedule; revise position description of key position of guard in level 3 of such 
schedule. SANTANGELO (D N. Y.) -- 5/5/59 -- Post Office and Civil Service. 

HR 6911 -- Provide that minimum passing grade for scheme examinations of postal 
field service employees be 90 percent. PUCINSKI (D Ill.) -- 5/6/59 -- Post 
Office and Civil Service. 

HR 7018 -- Amend act of June 25, 1958, to provide annuities payable from civil 
service retirement and disability fund to unremarried widows and widowers in 
certain conditional cases. IRWIN (D Conn. ) -- 5/7/59 -- Post Office and Civil 
Service. 

HR 7029 -= Provide increases in compensation for food service workers and laundry 
workers under Veterans’ Administration. SELDEN (D Ala.) (by request) -- 5/7/59 
-- Post Office and Civil Service. 

HR 7031 -- Amend Civil Service Retirement Act to remove certain inequitable restric- 
tions re reemployment of retired Members of Congress. WALLHAUSER (R N. J.) 
-- 5/7/59 -- Post Office and Civil Service. 

HR 7032 -- Permit weekly newspapers to suspend publication for not more than two 
issues in any one calendar year without loss of second-class mail privileges. 
WOLF (D lowa) -- 5/7/59 -- Post Office and Civil Service. 


8. Taxes and Economic Policy 
BUSINESS & COMMERCE 


SENATE 


S 1858 -- Revise, extend, and otherwise improve Communications Act of 1934 (47 
U. S.C. 315) to bring into focus and more proper perspective that section of law 
governing political broadcasts. HARTKE (D Ind. ) -- 5/5/59 -- Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

S 1879 -- Amend Small Business Act. SALTONSTALL (R Mass. ), Sparkman (D Ala.) 
-- 5/7/59 -- Banking and Currency. 

S 1881 -- Amend section 4 of Interstate Commerce Act, as amended. MAGNUSON 
(D Wash. ) (by request) -- 5/7/59 -- Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S 1886 -- Amend Communications Act of 1934 re community antenna television sys- 
tems and certain rebroadcasting activities. MOSS (D Utah) -- 5/7/59 -- Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 


HOUSE 


HR 6868 -- Amend Communications Act of 1934 re hours of operation of certain 
broadcasting stations. MOULDER (D Mo. ) -- 5/4/59 -- Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

HR 6888 -- Amend section 4132 of Revised Statutes, section 37 of Merchant Marine 
Act, 1920, and section 2 of Shipping Act, 1916. CASEY (D Texas) -- 5/5/59 -- 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

HR 6889 -- Repeal subdivision c of section 18 of Bankruptcy Act (11 U.S.C. , 41c) 
to eliminate verificationunder oath of pleadings. CELLER (D N. Y.) -- 5/5/59 -- 
Judiciary. 

HR 6902 -- Amend Small Business Act. BASS (R N. H.) -- 5/6/59 -- Banking and 
Currency. 

HR 6917 -- Establish and maintain U.S. Maritime Service as a uniformed service. 
ANFUSO (D N. Y.) -- 5/6/59 -- Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

HR 6920 -- Amend act entitled "An act to supplement existing laws against unlawful 
restraints and monopolies, and for other purposes", approved October 15, 1914, 
and amend act entitled "Ar act to protect trade and commerce against unlawful 
restraints and monopolies", approved July 2, 1890, for purpose of prohibiting 
loss leader sales. DINGELL (D Mich.) -- 5/6/59 -- Judiciary. 

HR 6921 -- Amend sections 318 and 319 of Communications Act of 1934 to facilitate 
construction and operation of stations engaged solely in rebroadcasting signals 
of broadcasting stations. DIXON (R Utah) -- 5/6/59 -- Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 























HR 6925 -- Similar to HR 6902. MOORE (R W. Va.) -- 5/6/59. 

HR 6927 -- Amend Federal Credit Union Act. ROOSEVELT (D Calif. ) -- 5/6/59 -- 
Banking and Currency. 

HR 6930 -- Amend Federal Aviation Act of 1958 to include a declaration of policy 
relative to the use of civil aircraft in meeting needs of the Government for trans- 


portation by air. SPRINGER (R Ill.) -- 5/6/59 -~ Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


HR 6931 -- Similar to HR 6930. WILLIAMS (D Miss.) -- 5/6/59. 

HR 6933 -- Amend title 46, U.S.C. , section 601, to clarify types of arrestment pro- 
hibited re wages of U.S seamen. ZELENKO (DN. Y.) -- 5/6/59 -- Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

HR 6937 -- Amend Communications Act of 1934 re community antenna television sys- 
tems and certain rebroadcasting activities. KING (D Utah) -- 5/6/59 -- Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

HR 7008 -- Amend section | (14) (a) of Interstate Commerce Act to insure adequacy 
of national railroad freight car supply. CHENOWETH (R Colo. ) -- 5/7/59 -- 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

HR 7009 -- Similar to HR 6927. COHELAN (D Calif.) -- 5/7/59. 

HR 7017 -- Amend Communications Act of 1934 for purpose of substituting a "pregrant 
procedure" for "protest procedure" now provided for by section 309. HARRIS (D 
Ark. ) -- 5/7/59 -- Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

HR 7020 -- Similar to HR 7008. KARTH (D Minn. ) -- 5/7/59 . 

TAXES & TARIFFS 
SENATE 

S 1861 -- Permit filing of short estate tax returns in certain cases where the value of 
gross estate does not exceed $120,000. KEFAUVER (D Tenn. ) --5/5/59 --Finance. 

S 1885 -- Establish a Commission on Federal Taxation. WILEY (R Wis.) -- 5/7/59 -- 
Finance. 


HOUSE 


HR 6848 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to provide that full amount of any 
pension or annuity received under a public retirement system be excluded from 
gross income. BOLAND (D Mass. ) -- 5/4/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 6874 -- Repeal tax on transportation of persons. ROGERS (D Colo.) -- 5/4/59 -- 
Ways and Means. 

HR 6878 -- Repeal cabaret tax. UTT (R Calif.) -- 5/4/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 6879 -- Liberalize tariff laws for works of art and other exhibition material. WIL- 
SON (R Calif.) -- 5/4/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 6895 -- Amend section 501 of Internal Revenue Code of 1954 re exemption of 
voluntary employees’ beneficiary associations. HERLONG (D Fla.) -- 5/5/59 

-- Ways and Means. 








Bills - 5 


HR 6896 -- Provide that certain voluntary employees' beneficiary associations be 
exempt from income tax. HERLONG (D Fla.) -- 5/5/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 6907 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to allow a taxpayer a deduction 
from gross income for tuition and other expenses paid by him for his education or 
the education of his spouse or any of his dependents at a college or university. 
LEVERING (D Ohio) -- 5/6/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 6910 -~ Establish in Bureau of Customs the U.S Customs Enforcement Division in 
order to improve enforcement of the antismuggling laws. MULTER (D N. Y.) -~ 
5/6/59 -- Ways and Means. \ 

HR 6915 -- Amend section 551 of Tariff Act of 1930 to permit designation of air 
freight forwarders as carriers of bonded merchandise. YOUNGER (R Calif.) -- 

5/6/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 6916 -- Amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to provide for nonrecognition 
of gain or loss upon certain distributions of stock made pursuant to orders en- 
forcing antitrust laws. YOUNGER (R Calif.) -- 5/6/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 6919 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to repeal special deduction for 
depletion of natural resources, and to provide a special amortization deduction 
for improvements and facilities used in operation of mines and wells and extrac- 
tion of other natural deposits. CARTER (D lowa) -~ 5/6/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 6941 -- Provide a program of tax adjustment for smal! business and for persons 
engaged in small business. ROOSEVELT (D Calif.) -- 5/6/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 7010 -- Provide for an averaging taxable income. CURTIS (R Mo.) -- 5/7/59 -- 

Ways and Means. 

HR 7011 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to ge small b concerns 
to engage in foreign trade. CURTIS (R Mo.) -- 5/7/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 7013 -- Re treatment of certain advertising, sales promotion, and similar items in 
determining price and price readjustments for purposes of Federal manufacturers 
excise taxes. DEVINE (R Ohio) -- 5/7/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 7015 -= Similar to HR 6907. FOGARTY (D R. I.) -- 5/7/59. 

HR 7016 -- Repeal! depletion allowance for oil and gas wells in Internal Revenue Code 
of 1954. HALPERN (RN. Y.) -- 5/7/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 7022 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to permit railroad corporations to 
take full advantage of tax relief measures enacted or granted by States and their 
political subdivisions. KEOGH (D N. Y.) -- 5/7/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 7023 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to provide for nonrecognition of 
gain or loss upon certain distributions of stock made pursuant to orders enforcing 
antitrust laws. LAFORE (R Pa.) -- 5/7/59 -- Ways and Meons. 

HR 7026 -- Similar to HR 6874. MONTOYA (D N. M.) -- 5/7/59. 

HR 7028 -- Amend Tariff Act of 1930 and Internal Revenue Code of 1954 re wood 
dowels. NORBLAD (R Ore.) -- 5/7/59 -- Ways and Means. 
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LAND MANAGEMENT REORGANIZATION 


Following is the text of President Eisenhower's May 12 message to Congress trans- 
mitting Reorganization Plan No. ] of 1959: 


TO THE CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES: 

I transmit herewith Reorganization Plan No. 1 of 1959, pre- 
pared in accordance with the Reorganization Act of 1949, as 
amended, and providing for transfer of certain functions from the 
Secretary of the Interior to the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Both the Department of Agriculture and the Department of the 
Interior now have responsibilities with respect to certain land or 
timber exchanges and land sales involving Federal lands, Also, 
the Department of the Interior is responsible for the use and dis- 
posal of mineral materials from acquired lands which are under 
the jurisdiction of the Secretary of Agriculture. By placing cer- 
tain functions pertinent to these matters in the department which 
administers the lands, Reorganization Plan No. 1 of 1959 will bring 
about simplification of the work of the twodepartments relating to 
such matters, more expeditious and economical performance of 
such work and clarification of responsibilities concerning the work. 

The exchange act of March 20, 1922 (42Stat. 465), as amended, 
authorizes the exchange of national-forest land or timber for other 
lands within the boundaries of the national forests. The national 
forests are administered by the Department of Agriculture. Under 
this law and the seven other land exchange statutes cited, the 
Secretary of the Interior must make determinations as to whether 
a transaction is in the public interest, must review and accept 
titles and adjudicate appeals. With exceptions indicated in the 
transmitted reorganization plan, including exceptions with respect 
to the issuance of patents to lands, the plan provides for the trans- 
fer of the functions of the Secretary of the Interior under these 
exchange statutes to the Secretary of Agriculture, who administers 
the national forests. The Secretary of the Interior also has the 
responsibility under the act of April 28, 1930 (46 Stat. 257) to re- 
convey lands under the jurisdiction oftheSecretary of Agriculture 
not accepted in exchange transactions. These functions either are 
duplications of those performed by the Department of Agriculture 
or can be more easily performed by that department as it adminis- 
ters the lands involved and has detailed information and records. 
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The Tongass Timber Act of August 8, 1947 (61 Stat. 920) au- 
thorizes the sale of tracts of national-forest land found reasonably 
necessary for the processing of timber fromthe Tongass National 
Forest. Under the act, theSecretary of the Interior must appraise 
and sell such lands, with concurrence oftheSecretary of Agricul- 
ture. The Department of Agriculture administers the land involved, 
has personnel on the ground and can perform this function most 
expeditiously and economically. 

Section 10 of the Weeks law of March 1, 1911 (36 Stat. 962) 
authorizes sale of small tracts of acquired national-forest land 
found chiefly valuable for agriculture. Under the act the Secre- 
tary of the Interior must join in the promulgation of joint regula- 
tions. Such lands are administered bythe Department of Agricul- 
ture and sale of them is not related to programs of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior. This function can be most easily and eco- 
nomically performed by the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Under the act of July 31, 1947 (61 Stat. 681), as amended, the 
Secretary of Agriculture can dispose of common varieties of 
sand, gravel, stone, pumice and other materials from lands re- 
served from the public domain which are under his jurisdiction, 
With respect to these materials in acquired lands under the juris- 
diction of the Secretary of Agriculture such disposal must be by 
the Secretary of the Interior. The reorganization plan will place 
in the Secretary of Agriculture the same authority in regard to 
such materials in acquired lands under his jurisdiction as he now 
exercises for other lands. Such activity mostefficiently and eco- 
nomically can be performed by the Secretary of Agriculture in con- 
junction with other management activities on lands he administers. 

By providing sound organizational arrangements, the taking ef- 
fect of the reorganizations included inthe accompanying reorgani- 
zation plan will make possible more economical and expeditious 
administration of the affected functions. It is, however, imprac- 
ticable to itemize at this time the reductions of expenditures which 
it is probable will be brought about by such taking effect. 

After investigation, I have found and hereby declare that each 
reorganization included in the reorganization plan transmitted 
herewith is necessary to accomplish one or more of the purposes 
set forth in section 2(a) of the Reorganization Act of 1949, as 
amended. I recommend that the Congress allow the reorganiza- 
tion plan to become effective. 

DWIGHT D, EISENHOWER 
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On Senate Confirmations 














The controversy over confirmation of Admiral Lewis 
L. Strauss as Secretary of Commerce was in sharp con- 
trast with the treatment the Senate generally gave Presi- 
dent Eisenhower’s nominees, (For Strauss hearings, see 
p. 673) 

Mr, Eisenhower was the first chief executive since 
before Woodrow Wilson to escape having any major 
civilian nomination rejected by the Senate. 

Although there were heated controversies over 
several Eisenhower appointments, not one of his major 
nominees was rejected by the Senate. 


Eisenhower Record 


Of the hundreds of nominations sent to the Senate by 
President Eisenhower, only six ran into such serious 
objection that the nomination was withdrawn or not 
renewed: 


TOM LYON -- In 1953, Lyon, a retired official of 
the Anaconda Copper Mining Company, asked the Presi- 
dent to withdraw his name fromconsideration as director 
of the Federal Bureau of Mines after he testified before 
the Senate Interior Committee that he would not give up 
his pension from Anaconda and that the ‘“‘policing section 
of the Federal Coal Mine Safety Act is administratively 
impossible.’’ Committee Democrats had expressed their 
unanimous opposition to Lyon’s appointment in a letter 
to Secretary of Interior Douglas McKay, calling for 
withdrawal of the nomination. 


ALLEN WHITFIELD -- Whitfield, aDes Moines law- 
yer and Iowa Republican leader, in 1955 asked the Presi- 
dent to withdraw his nomination as a member of the 
Atomic Energy Commission, Whitfield’s action followed 
a request from the Joint Atomic Energy Committee for 
written answers to 24 questions. Whitfield maintained the 
questions violated confidential relationships with certain 
of his legal clients. 


JOHN S.WOOD -- Wood, a former Democratic 
Representative from Georgia, was nominated for mem- 
bership on the Subversive Activities Control Board in 
1955, but Congress took no action to confirm him, At a 
hearing on his nomination by the Senate Judiciary Com- 
mittee, Wood was confronted with charges he had joined 
the Ku Klux Klan, He denied them. His nomination was 
not repeated in 1956. 


WESLEY A, D’EWART -- D’Ewart, aformer Repub- 
lican Representative from Montana, in 1955 received a 
recess appointment as Assistant Secretary of Interior. 
His confirmation was opposed in 1956 by Chairman 
James E, Murray (D Mont.) of the Senate Interior and 
Insular Affairs Committee. Murray, who defeated the 
nominee in the 1954 Senate race, said the GOP had 
linked him with ‘‘Red fronts’’ in that campaign. No 
final action was taken on the nomination in 1956 and 
D’Ewart resigned from his recess appointment in July 
of that year. 





EISENHOWER NOMINEES’ CONFIRMATION PROBLEMS 









JULIUS C, HOLMES -- In 1955, President Eisenhower 
withdrew the nomination of Holmes as ambassador to Iran, 
The withdrawal came after the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee had approved the nomination by a 6-3 vote, but 
before the Senate acted. During the committee hearings, 
Holmes’ role in speculation in surplus tankers bought 
from the Government after World War II was aired, 
Holmes was indicted on conspiracy charges growing out 
of the tanker transaction, but the indictment was later 
dropped. The White House said his nomination was 
withdrawn because his health would not permit the 
Teheran assignment. He was later posted to Tangier 
with the rank of Minister, an assignment not subject 
to Senate confirmation. 


BERNARD L, FLANAGAN -- In 1958,..Flanagan, a 
Vermont Republican, asked the President. to withdraw 
his nomination as a member of the Civil Service Com- 
mission. ‘The withdrawal came after members of the 
Senate Post Office and Civil Service Committée challenged 
Flanagan’s fitness for the post because of misstatements 
made in his applications for Government jobs, Flanagan 
acknowledged he had made some ‘‘honest mistakes’’ 
concerning salary, length of service and experience in 
previous jobs on the forms. 


Other Presidents 


Most Presidents have seen certain of their nomin- 
ations rejected by the Senate. Even George Washington 
had his choice for Chief Justice of the Supreme Court, 
John Rutledge of South Carolina, rejected by the Senate 
in 1795. 

A “‘partial listing’’ by the Library of Congress 
shows certain executive nominations of Washington, 
Adams, Jefferson, Madison, John Quincy Adams, Van 
Buren, Tyler, Polk, Taylor, Fillmore, Pierce, Buchanan, 
Lincoln and Johnson were rejected. Every President 
since Woodrow Wilson has had the same experience. 

Calvin Coolidge in 1925 was the last President to 
have a Cabinet appointment rejected. The Senate refused 
to confirm Charles B, Warren, who had been counsel for 
the ‘‘Sugar Trust,’’ as Attorney General even when 
Coolidge threatened to leave the position unfilled or give 
him a recess appointment if the Senate balked. 

President Herbert Hoover in 1930 saw his nominee 
for the Supreme Court, John J. Parker, rejected by the 
Senate, in the most recent instance of a Court appoint- 
ment being blocked. 

President Franklin D, Roosevelt had five major 
appointments rejected, the most famous of them being 
the rejection of Aubrey W. Williams as headof the Rural 
Electrification Administration in 1945, 

President Harry S, Truman had at least six nominees 
rejected, four of them Federal district judges. Truman 
in 1946 also was forced to withdraw the nomination of 
Edwin Pauley for Under Secretary of the Navy in the 
face of opposition. 
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Committee Roundup 








CONTROVERSIES ON PRESIDENTIAL NOMINATIONS CONTINUE 


Senate committees, holding hearings on four major 
nominations, May 13 voted their approval of C. Douglas 
Dillon as Under Secretary of State and Stuart Rothman as 
general counsel of the National Labor Relations Board. 
The Senate May 14 confirmed Rothman by voice vote. 
Still before committees May 15 were the nominations of 
Lewis L, Strauss as Secretary of Commerce and Ogden 
R, Reid as Ambassador to Israel. (Weekly Report p. 552) 
The details: 

@ DILLON -~ The Foreign Relations Committee May 
13 voted 16-1 in favor of Dillon. The lone dissenting vote 
was cast by Sen. Russell B, Long (D La.), who said he 
would continue his opposition when the nomination reached 
the Senate because of what he termed foolhardy adminis- 
tration of foreign aid under Dillon. 

Dillon was questioned closely May 12 by Sen. Frank 
Church (D Idaho) on the policy of classifying information 
on country-by-country breakdowns of military aid. Dillon 
said secrecy was being reduced gradually, that he favored 
giving all possible information to the public, but that 
sometimes aid figures were not given, because if Con- 
gress did not approve them, foreign countries might feel 
the U.S. was not living up to its commitments. 

@ ROTHMAN -- The Labor and Public Welfare Com- 
mittee May 12 approved Rothman’s nomination with no 
dissenting votes, although some Committee members 
were absent. Sen. Barry Goldwater (R Ariz.), who in 
April opposed Rothman as ‘‘incompetent’’ in labor law, 
and said he had done a ‘‘miserable’’ job of drafting the 
Administration’s labor bill (S 748), withdrew his opposi- 
tion after he failed to win support. 

@ REID -- The Foreign Relations Committee May 12 
held a brief, opening hearing on the nomination of Reid, 
33-year-old former publisher of the New York Herald 
Tribune, and then recessed hearings until May 19. 
Chairman J.W. Fulbright (D Ark.) told Reid it was up to 
him to demonstrate his qualifications, and that a ‘“‘dis- 
tressing aspect of this question of amateur diplomats”’ 
was that too many of them had no intention of remaining 
in service long enough to acquire competence. 

Reid said he believed ‘‘thoroughly’’ in Fulbright’s 
‘‘concepts’’ of an examination, and said, ‘‘Icanonly wel- 
come the most searching inquiry.”’ 

@ STRAUSS -- Charges of “‘politics’’ and ‘‘persecu- 
tion’’ persisted as the Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
Committee May 14 ended hearings on Strauss and set May 
19 for a vote. President Eisenhower told his May 13 news 
conference the delay in approving the nomination ‘‘is com- 
pletely beyond me.’’ (Weekly Report p. 625, 662) 

TESTIMONY -- May 7 --Sen. A.S, Mike Monroney (D 
Okla.) said Democrats’ questions might appear ‘‘pica- 
yune’”’ on the surface, but Strauss’ answers were building 
up in the minds of some Senators, ‘‘piece by piece a mo- 
saic made up a pattern of half fact rather than full fact.’’ 

Ex-Sen, John W. Bricker (R Ohio 1946-58), aformer 
member of the Joint Atomic Energy Committee, said he 
always had found Strauss ‘‘honest, sincere, and patrio- 

tic,’’ and never knew him to refuse information. 





May 8 -- Dr. Detlev W. Bronk, president of the Na- 
tional Academy of Sciences and of Rockefeller Institute, 
said he had known Strauss since 1947 when Strauss was a 
‘‘wise and helpful’’ member of the Naval Research Advi- 
sory Committee, and had displayed a ‘‘remarkable’’ in- 
terest and understanding of science and scientists, Bronk 
said Strauss in 1953 arranged for him to meet with the 
then Secretary of Commerce Sinclair Weeks, to discuss 
the dismissal of Dr. Allen V. Astin as director of the 
Bureau of Standards, Bronk said many scientists deemed 
Astin’s dismissal inappropriate, and that the meeting with 
Weeks resulted in his reinstatement. 

David L. Hill, New York nuclear physicist, criticized 
Strauss’ role in stripping nuclear physicist Robert J. 
Oppenheimer of his security clearance. He said there 
was ‘‘a kind of madness and irrationality which went 
through the whole case,’’ attributable to Strauss. Ques- 
tioned by Sen. Hugh Scott (R Pa.), Hill acknowledged he 
had shown an advance copy of his statement to the 
Committee’s special counsel, Kenneth Cox, and had been 
advised to ‘‘tone down”’ his language. Scott said he drew 
‘‘no implications from the matter, but felt it should 
‘thave the light of day.”’ 

May 11 -- Ranking GOP Committee member Andrew 
F, Schoeppel (R Kan.) said in a prepared statement that 
Democrats, outnumbering Republicans 11-6 on the Com- 
mittee, had kept the minority ‘‘in the dark’’ on the hear- 
ing agenda, and shown ‘‘an extraordinary hostile ap- 
proach”’ to Strauss. Chairman Warren G, Magnuson (D 
Wash.) said he was ‘‘getting a little bit fed up with these 
innuendoes and insinuations that this is a persecution of 
some kind,’’ 

Sen. Eugene J. McCarthy (D Minn.) saidina prepared 
statement that Strauss’ record indicated an absorption 
with executive secrecy, and that confirmation should be 
denied if that record represented his approach to appoint- 
ive Federal office. 

Strauss told the Committee he never would withhold 
information from Congress as ‘‘a political judgment.’’ 
He termed an ‘‘unqualified lie’? a May 5 news story by 
columnist Drew Pearson that Strauss had used a ‘“‘top 
secret’’ document as background in quizzing Dr. David R. 
Inglis, a scientist who April 30 testified in opposition to 
Strauss. 

May 13 -- Strauss said he had asked the AEC about 
Inglis’ scientific background and whether he had clear- 
ance after Pearson’s column appeared. Sen. Clinton P. 
Anderson (D N.M.) produced a May 11 letter from AEC 
Chairman John A. McCone which said Strauss had asked 
about Inglis’ work on April 20, and that the Commerce 
Department April 30 had asked AEC about Inglis’ clear- 
ance, 

Countering Anderson’s earlier charges that Strauss 
had opposed isotope shipments to Europe for medical 
purposes, Strauss read from a 1949 cable from the 
American Embassy in Oslo to the State Department, 
which said the Norwegians wanted the isotope ‘‘to develop 
alloy for jet or gas turbine use....’’ 
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Bills to limit the Supreme Court’s powers or to re- 
verse Court decisions on internal security were under 
consideration by four different Congressional committees 
or subcommittees May 8-15. The details: 

@ The House Judiciary Committee May 12 voted 17-15 
to report the ‘‘states’ rights’’ anti-preemption bill (HR 3) 
sponsored by Rules Committee Chairman Howard W. 
Smith (D Va.). Under the bill, courts would be barred 
from striking down state laws under the Federal preemp- 
tion doctrine unless Congress, in legislating on a given 
subject, expressly declared its intention to take over 
(‘‘preempt’’) the field to the exclusion of the states, or 
unless there was a direct and irreconcilable conflict be- 
tween the state law and Federal law. 

A second provision of HR 3 would permit states to 
enforce anti-sedition laws punishing subversive activities 
directed against the Federal Government, The second 
provision specifically reversed the Supreme Court’s 
April 2, 1956 ruling in the Steve Nelson case, holding 
that Congress, in passing the Smith Act in 1940, had indi- 
cated an intention to ‘‘preempt’’ the field of subversive 
activities regulation involving activities directed against 
the Federal Government, (For complete background, 
1958 Almanac p. 289) 

The Committee approved HR 3 despite a last-minute 
appearance May 12 by Deputy Attorney General Lawrence 
E, Walsh, who restated the Administration’s opposition. 
Walsh April 6, in a speech before the American College 
of Trial Lawyers, said that the Administration favored 
reversal of the Nelson case decision, but that legislation 
to reverse the decision had not been passed because 
critics of the Supreme Court ‘‘prefer to use the issue of 
communism to rouse support for an ambiguous general 
bill which they hope might reestablish state regulation in 
other fields’ like regulation of labor disputes. Walsh 
said the general preemption provisions of HR 3 were of 
“‘grave concern’’ to every lawyer and were ‘‘so ambigu- 
ous that no proponent of the measure has yet been able to 
state flatly whether or not it is intended to change the 
existing law.”’ 

After approving HR 3, the Committee also approved 
HR 2368, a narrower measure whose sole effect would be 
to reverse the effect of the Nelson case decision. 

Reportedly voting in favor of reporting HR 3 were 
Republicans William M. McCulloch (Ohio), John E, Hen- 
derson (Ohio), William E, Miller (N.Y.), John H, Ray 
(N.Y.), Arch A, Moore Jr. (W.Va.), George Meader 
(Mich.), H. Allen Smith (Calif.), Richard H. Poff (Va.) and 
William C, Cramer (Fla.) and Democrats Edwin E, Willis 
(La.), Frank Chelf (Ky.), E.L. Forrester (Ga.), William 
M, Tuck (Va.), Robert T. Ashmore (S.C.), John Dowdy 
(Texas), J, Carlton Loser (Tenn.) and Basil L. Whitener 
(N.C.,). 

Reportedly voting against reporting HR 3 were Repub- 
licans John V, Lindsay (N.Y.) and William T, Cahill (N.J.) 
and Democrats Emanuel Celler (N.Y.), Thomas J. Lane 
(Mass.), Michael A, Feighan (Ohio), Peter W. Rodino Jr. 
(N.J.), Byron G. Rogers (Colo.), Jack Brooks (Texas), 
Lester Holtzman (N.Y.), Francis E, Walter (Pa.), Herman 
Toll (N.Y.), Robert W. Kastenmeier (Wis.), George A. 
Kasem (Calif.), Roland V. Libonati (Ill.) and Harold D. 
Donohue (Mass.). 

@ The House Post Office and Civil Service Committee 
April 30, May 4 and May 12-14 held hearings on bills 





COMMITTEES ACT ON COURT-CURB, SUBVERSION BILLS 


(HR 1870, 1989, others) to apply the Federal Security 
Program to all Federal employees. The Supreme Court 
June 11, 1956, in the Cole case, held that Congress had 
authorized the Federal Security Program only for ‘‘sen- 
sitive’’ Federal jobs. HR 1870, sponsored by Committee 
Chairman Tom Murray (D Tenn.) and ranking Republican 
Edward H, Rees (Kan.), would give the heads of all Fed- 
eral agencies ‘‘absolute discretion’’ to suspend without 
pay or fire agency employees ‘‘in the interest of national 
security.’’ The employee could appeal to the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission, whose decision would be final. (For 
previous Congressional action, 1958 Almanac p, 311) 

In two appearances before the Committee, Loyd 
Wright, a former president of the American Bar Assn, 
and the chairman of the Commission on Government 
Security which studied the security program from 1955- 
57, supported HR 1870. (For Wright Commission recom- 
mendations, 1957 Almanac p. 649-50) 

In a statement submitted to the Committee, Sen, 
Norris Cotton (R N.H.) supported the principles of the bi]! 
(S 1916) introduced by himself and Sen. John Stennis (D 
Miss.), calling for creation of a central security office to 
coordinate all Government security programs instead of 
giving discretion to individual agency heads. The state- 
ment also said security cases not involving loyalty, but 
based instead on unreliability stemming from homo- 
sexuality, chronic drunkenness and similar character 
problems, should be handled not under the summary 
procedures of the Federal Security Program but under 
normal civil service procedures under the Lloyd- 
LaFollete Act of 1912. Cotton said persons excluded 
from Government service on grounds of disloyalty should 
be accorded a full hearing with the right to subpena and 
confront witnesses and accusers (rights not granted in 
HR 1870), 

In an exchange with Wright, Rep. Charles O, Porter 
(D Ore.) said the Murray-Rees bill did not carry out the 
Wright Commission recommendations for fair procedures 
to persons suspected as security risks, but instead per- 
petuated the worst practices of unfair suspension and 
firing that had been criticized in the Wright Commission 
report, issued June 23, 1957. Wright said he supported 
the Murray-Rees bill because of the security emergency 
created by Congressional inaction since 1957. Porter, 
however, denied there was an emergency and said the 
Eisenhower Administration had not endorsed either HR 
1870 or any of the other bills (HR 6846, 6855) specific- 
ally carrying out Wright Commission recommendations 
for creation of a central security office and right of 
confrontation, (The Justice Department May 12 told CQ 
no Administration witnesses were scheduled to appear 
before the Committee on HR 1870 and the other bills. 
In testimony April 30 before a Senate committee (see 
below), Deputy Attorney General Walshdeclined comment 
on similar Senate bills involving the Federal Security 
Program, This appeared to indicate the Administration 
was not taking a position on the bills.) 

William L. Taylor, Americans for Democratic 
Action, said there was not ‘‘a scintilla of evidence’’ that 
the Cole decision had harmed the national security. He 
opposed HR 1870, HR 1161 and HR 1989, saying ADA ques- 
tioned whether, under the Constitution, ‘‘Congress can 
find that allGovernment employees are engaged in activity 
involving the national security without having any factual 
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basis for such a conclusion.’’ He said the three bills 
violated constitutional rights of due process by permitting 
firing on the basis of confidential information without 
giving the accused the right of confrontation and cross- 
examination. Opposition to the three bills was also voiced 
by spokesmen for the League of Women Voters, the 
American Veterans Committee, the New York City Bar 
Assn, and the American Federation of Government Em- 
ployees. However, the American Legion backed the legis- 
lation. 

@ The Senate Judiciary Constitutional Amendments 
Subcommittee May 12-14 held hearings on Sen, Herman 
E, Talmadge’s (D Ga.) resolution (S J Res 32) proposing 
a constitutional amendment vesting the states with exclu- 
sive administrative control over their public schools. 
Talmadge said unless some such steps were taken, ‘‘the 
ultimate result of the present sequence of events will be 
to destroy public education in many areas of the South.’’ 
He said the Supreme Court’s 1954 Brown case decision 
outlawing public school segregation was ‘‘outside the 
scope of the Constitution’’ and that ‘‘the overwhelming 
majority of the people of the South will neither accept 
nor submit to the forced implementation of that decision... 
within the foreseeable future.’’ 

Sens, John J, Sparkman (D Ala.) and Lister Hill (D 
Ala.) also supported S J Res 32. 

@ The Senate Judiciary Internal Security Subcommittee 
held 10 days of hearings between April 20 and May 5 on 
more than a dozen bills dealing with internal security and 
Federal preemption, Highlight was the presentation of 
the Administration’s position April 29-30 by John W, 
Hanes Jr., administrator of the State Department’s 
Bureau of Security and Consular Affairs, and Deputy 
Attorney General Lawrence E, Walsh. Their testimony: 

SMITH ACT -- The Supreme Court June 17, 1957, 
in the Yates case, ruled that the 1940 Smith Act did not 
outlaw advocacy of forcible overthrow of the Government 
as ‘‘abstract doctrine’’ but only as incitement to action; 
the Court also ruled that the term ‘‘organize,’’ in the 
Smith Act prohibition against organizing a group advocat- 
ing forcible overthrow of the Government, referred only 
to the initial act of bringing it into being and not to later 
activities like recruiting members. 

Walsh said the Administration opposed S 1305, to 
make advocacy of forcible overthrow a crime even if it 
was not aimed atinciting to action. However, he endorsed 
S 1300, making recruitment and other organizational ac- 
tivities for a group advocating forcible overthrow of the 
Government a crime regardless of when performed. The 
House March 2 passed a bill (HR 2369) similar to S 1300. 
(Weekly Report p. 376) 

PREEMPTION -- Walsh opposed S 3, Sen. John L, 
McClellan’s (D Ark.) counterpart of the House ‘‘states’ 
rights’’ anti-preemption bill (HR 3). However, he favored 
permitting the states to prosecute individuals for subver- 
sion against the Federal Government (as proposedinS 294 
and S 1299), 

FEDERAL SECURITY PROGRAM -- Walsh declined 
comment on a bill (S 1304), corresponding to the Murray- 
Rees bill (HR 1870) in the House, permitting the head of 
any Government agency, inhis absolute discretion, to sus- 
pend without pay or fire any employee “‘inthe interest of 
national security.’’ The bill in effect would extend the 
summary suspension procedures of the Federal Security 
Program to all Government employees. Walsh opposed 
another bill (S 1301) requiring the automatic firing of 
any Government employee who refused to answer any 
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questions about subversion at any Federal legislative, 
executive or judicial hearing. 

DEPORTABLE ALIENS -- Walsh opposed ‘‘at this 
time’’ a bill (S 1302) permitting the Attorney General to 
question aliens under final deportation orders about vari- 
ous matters including possible subversive associations. 

PASSPORTS -- Hanes gave qualified endorsement to 
a bill (S 1303) giving to the Secretary of State power to 
refuse passports to Communists, fellow-travelers and 
other persons whose presence abroad would, in the Sec-, 
retary’s opinion (use of confidential informants would be 
permitted), endanger national security or be contrary 
to the interests of the Nation. The bill in effect would 
reverse the Supreme Court’s June 16, 1958 Kent case 
ruling. (1958 Almanac p. 702) 

Other testimony: 

Sen. Kenneth B, Keating (R N.Y.) opposed the general 
preemption provision of S 3, but favored reversal of the 
Nelson decision (S 294), of the ‘‘organize’’ ruling in the 
Yates case and of the Kent decision. 

New Hampshire Attorney General Louis C. Wyman 
supported S 294, S 1300 and S 1305. Maryland Court of 
Appeals Chief Justice Frederick W, Brune said the pre- 
emption features of S 3 should not be retroactive, as in 
the bill. He also supported S 294. 

Dudley Bonsel, New York City Bar Assn., opposed 
S 294 and S$ 1304, The American Farm Bureau Federation 
endorsed S 3, S 1300 andS$527,S 1301, S 1303, S 1304 and 
S 1305. The American Civil Liberties Union opposed S 3, 
S 294 and S 1299-1305. The Veterans of Foreign Wars 
endorsed S 1299, S 1300, S 1303 and S 1304. Dean Abner 
V. McCall of the Baylor Law School supported S 3. 

Ross L, Malone, president of the American Bar Assn., 
denied the association’s Feb, 24 resolutions asking legis- 
lation broadly corresponding to S 1299, S 1300, S 1301, 
S 1304, S 1305 and various other bills were attacks on the 
Supreme Court, Judiciary Chairman James O, Eastland 
(D Miss.), in introducing S 1299-1305, said the bills were 
designed to carry out the ABA Feb, 24 recommendations. 
(Weekly Report p. 341, 415) 

The American Civil Liberties Union opposed the sub- 
stance and general aims of S 3 and of all the Eastland 
bills (S 1299-1305) and other measures corresponding to 
them, The American Legion endorsed the Eastland bills 
with some suggested revision. The AFL-CIO opposed 
S 3 and S 1304, The National Assn, for the Advancement 
of Colored People also opposed S 3. However, S 3 was 
supported by Lawrence E. Gooding of the Wisconsin Em- 
ployment Relations Board. Loyd Wright, former ABA 
president, supported the general principles of S 1299, 
S 1300, S 1303, S 1304 and S 1305. 

Spokesmen for the Religious Society of Friends 
Legislative Committee and the American Veterans Com- 
mittee opposed the Eastland bilJs and measures corres- 
ponding to them, Thirty-five law professors, including 
the deans of the Columbia, Pennsylvania and Yale Univer- 
sity law schools and the acting dean of Harvard University 
law school, sent a telegram tothe Subcommittee opposing 
S 3 and the Eastland bills. 

Roy Cohn, a New York attorney who served as chief 
counsel of the Senate Government Operations Permanent 
Investigations Subcommittee under the late Sen, JosephR. 
McCarthy (R Wis. 1947-57) until 1954, supported S 1299, 
Cohn represented the American Jewish League Against 
Communism, Sen, John Stennis (D Miss.) May 8 sub- 
mitted a post-hearing statement for the record support- 
ing S 3. 
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The Administration and the House Agriculture Com- 
mittee May 13 moved to solve the Nation’s major 1959 
farm problem -- mounting wheat surpluses. Their 
proposals, however, indicated continuing disagreement on 
how to cut down the surplus. In a special message to 
Congress, Mr. Eisenhower renewed earlier requests for 
‘*realistic and constructive’’ wheat legislation, along the 
lines of his Jan. 29 farm-message proposals, based on 
lower price supports. The House Agriculture Committee, 
however, approved a bill to raise supports. Details: 

@ HOUSE WHEAT BILL -- The House Agriculture Com- 
mittee May 13 voted 17-8 to report an amended bill (HR 
6737) that would provide a wheat program for the 1960 
and 1961 crops. Major provisions of the measure raised 
price supports for wheat from 75 percent of parity to 90 
percent and required producers tocut their acreage allot- 
ments by 30 percent; required that the land taken out of 
wheat production under the 30 percent cut could not, in 
turn, be planted to any other price-supported crop; 
reduced the 15-acre exemption from controls to 12 acres 
or the highest planted exempt acreage in 1957-59, 
whichever was less; removed the 30-acre ceiling on the 
wheat-for-feed exemption and allowed unlimited produc- 
tion for on-the-farm use; tightened penalities for over- 
production and provided that non-cooperators would be 
ineligible for any price supports. 

The Senate Agriculture and Forestry Committee May 
15 concluded its second week of executive consideration of 
wheat legislation. The Senate bill was expected to con- 
tinue the 75 percent price support for wheat. 

The Administration has requested a new wheat 
program with provisions for gradual elimination of 
controls, and replacement of the parity standard for 
determining price-support levels by a ‘‘market-price”’ 
approach. The effect would betolower supports. Secre- 
tary of Agriculture Ezra Taft Benson has also said he 
would prefer no legislation at all to a ‘‘stop-gap’’ bill 
for wheat. (Weekly Report p. 581) 

Meanwhile, the Senate May 11 and the House May 12, 
by voice votes, passed a joint resolution (S J Res 94) 
which postponed from May 15, 1959 until June1, 1959 the 
date for announcing the national acreage allotment and 
marketing quotas for the 1960 wheat crop. 

@® PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE -- Commenting on passage 
of S J Res 94, the President May 13 said Congress should 
use the added time ‘‘to enact realistic and constructive 
legislation that will effectively avert the impending dis- 
aster in wheat.’’ The President said ‘‘surplus wheat 
stocks are already two and one-half times our annual 
domestic consumption for food. By July 1, 1960 these 
stocks are expected to reach 1.5 billion bushels and to 
involve an investment of $3.5 million by the Federal 
Government. Wheat storage, handling and interest charges 
alone will cost...close to half a billion dollars in the next 
fiscal year.’’ (For text see p. 666) 

@ FOOD FOR PEACE -- President Eisenhower, in his 
Jan, 29 farm message, said he was ‘“‘setting steps in 
motion to explore anew with other surplus-producing 
nations all practical means of utilizing the various 
agricultural surpluses of each in the interest of re- 
inforcing peace and the well-being of friendly peoples 
throughout the world -- in short, using food for peace.”’ 

As a first step in implementing the President’s 
proposal, a Food for Peace conference was held May 4-6 


WHEAT SURPLUS REMAINS TOP FARM PROBLEM 





in Washington attended by cabinet officials from five 
wheat-exporting countries -- Argentina, Australia, 
Canada, France, the United States -- and bythe Director- 
General of the Food and Agriculture Organization of the 
United Nations (FAO), Following the conference, Secre- 
tary Benson announced plans to establish a five-nation 
standing committee ‘‘to carry out the principles enun- 
ciated’’ at the conference, Benson said the course of 
action suggested by the U.S, to increase utilization of 
wheat included: (1) further assistance to the needy with 
direct feeding programs such as school lunch projects, 
refugee feeding and resettlement; (2) further emphasis 
on projects ‘‘which will permit foreign currencies to be 
used for economic development’’; (3) further encourage- 
ment of setting up national food reserves in countries 
or areas of greatest need. 

Benson added that ‘‘there was agreement onthe need 
for safeguarding commercial markets of wheat exporting 
nations.’’ Benson also said the aims of the conference 
could be carried out, as far as the U.S. was concerned, 
without new legislation. 

@ PL 480 -- Legislation under which U.S. farm sur- 
pluses are moved abroad -- PL 480, the Agricultural 
Trade Development and Assistance Act of 1954 -- was 
extended in 1958 to Dec. 31, 1959. It provided for a 
barter program and permitted sale of $6.25 billionin U.S, 
surplus commodities to friendly foreign countries for 
local currencies. (1958 Almanac p. 277) 

The President, in his fiscal 1960 budget message, 
included requests for a one-year extension of PL 480 and 
additional authorizations of $1.5 billion for sales of 
surpluses for foreign currency. (Weekly Report p. 96) 

In Congress, however, Sen. Hubert H. Humphrey (D 
Minn.) and 15 other Democrats April 16 introduced § 1711, 
the ‘‘International Food for Peace Act,’’ calling for a 
five-year extension of PL 480, annual sales of $2 billion 
in surplus for local currencies and creation ofa ‘‘peace 
food administration.’’ 


RENEGOTIATION ACT 


COMMITTEE -- House Ways and Means. 

ACTION -- May 14 reported a bill (HR 7086 -- H Rept 
364) extending the provisions of the Renegotiation Act of 
1951 for an additional four years -- to June 30, 1963 -- 
beyond the current expiration date of June 30, 1959. 
(Weekly Report p. 590) 

In addition to enabling the Defense Department to 
recapture excessive profits through the review of pro- 
curement contracts, the Committee bill made the follow- 
ing changes in the act: provided for review in the U.S. 
Court of Appeals of decisions made on renegotiation cases 
in the Tax Court; required the Renegotiation Board, when 
reviewing procurement contracts, to consider the pricing 
policies of contractors to allow them a fair profit when 
the contractors made savings by sub-contracting part of 
their work to small business firms; required that before 
the board ordered a contractor to return excessive pro- 
fits, it make available to the contractor all documents 
used during the case, except properly classified papers, 
and furnish a statement indicating that it had considered 
all factors; increased from two to five years the period 
in which contractors could carry forward their losses 
sustained from renegotiation. 
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MINIMUM WAGE 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Labor and Public Welfare, 
Labor Subcommittee, 

BEGAN HEARINGS -- On S 1046 and other bills to 
expand coverage of the Fair Labor Standards Act and raise 
the minimum wage. 

S 1046, sponsored by Subcommittee Chairman John F, 
Kennedy (D Mass.) and Wayne Morse (D Ore.), would 
raise the minimum wage for workers covered bythe act to 
$1.25 per hour and would extend minimum wage coverage 
to approximately 7.8 million additional workers -- chiefly 
employees of retail and service trades enterprises whose 
annual gross income was more than $500,000 or whose 
sales in interstate commerce amounted to more than 
$50,000 annually. The bill also would extend coverage of 
the FLSA to enterprises involving cleaning or repairing 
of fabrics which annually grossed more than $250,000 or 
whose sales in interstate commerce amounted to more 
than 15 percent of gross sales, enterprises operating a 
transit system, taxi businesses with annual gross income 
of over $500,000, and building and construction firms with 
annual gross income of more than $50,000. S 1046 also 
would extend FLSA coverage to all employees of any 
enterprise with one or more employees engaged directly 
in interstate commerce, instead of only to individuals 
directly involved in interstate commerce or in producing 
goods for interstate commerce. According tothe Depart- 
ment of Labor, the act, as most recently amended, 
covered about 24,3 million workers. 

S 1046 would extend the maximum hours provisions 
(40-hour work week) of the Fair Labor Standards Act to 
workers employed by any employer engaged in any activity 
affecting commerce, instead of only to employees engaged 
directly in interstate commerce. Congress last voted a 
minimum wage increase in 1955. (1955 Almanac p. 321) 

President Eisenhower, in his Jan. 20 Economic Re- 
port requested a limited extension of minimum wage 
coverage but did not ask for an increase in the minimum 
hourly rate of pay. (Weekly Report p. 98) 

TESTIMONY -- May 7 -- AFL-CIO President George 
Meany supported S 1046. He said family budget studies 
indicated that even $1.25 an hour was barely enough to 
cover a single person’s needs. He said the bill would 
“undergird the economy, improve purchasing power and 
strengthen the entire structure’”’ of free enterprise. 

Max Greenberg, president of the Retail, Wholesale 
and Department Store Union (AFL-CIO), also backed 
S 1046. He said the bill would extend wage-hour protec- 
tion to about 4.2 million of the 7 million retail workers. 

Dr. Lazare Teper, research director of the Inter- 
national Ladies Garment Workers Union(AFL-CIO), said 
a minimum wage of $1.25 an hour would be a ‘‘conserva- 
tive’’ step in protecting garment workers and legitimate 
employers from unfair competition of sweat shops. 

May 8 -- William J. Cleveland, spokesman for the 
National Automobile Dealers Assn. said the organization 
was ‘‘vigorously opposed’’ to the proposed changes. 

Russell R, Mueller of the American Retail Federa- 
tion said ‘‘retailing is local in nature’’ so the states 
should handle any regulation that may be necessary. He 
said S 1046 would contribute to inflation by forcing an 
increase in retail prices. 

Also opposed to S 1046 were spokesmen for the 
National Retail Furniture Assn., National Retail Mer- 
chants Assn., National Retail Farm Equipment Assn., and 
the Associated Retail Bakers of America. 


Committee Roundup - 5 


May 11 -- Benjamin R, Miller of the American 
Trucking Assns. Inc, urged retention of the limited exemp- 
tion for trucking industry employees from overtime pay. 
The Transport Workers Union of America (AFL-CIO) 
endorsed provisions of S 1046 eliminating the exemption. 

Lumber industry witnesses testified in favor of re- 
taining an exemption from overtime pay for employees 
in logging operations involving 12 or fewer workers. 
S 1046 would repeal the exemption. An International 
Woodworkers of America (AFL-CIO) spokesman sup- 
ported repeal of the exemption. 

May 12 -- The Very Rev. Francis B, Sayre, chair- 
man of the Citizens Committee on the Fair Labor 
Standards Act, supported S 1046 and said the only merited 
criticism of the bill was thatitdid not raise the minimum 
wage high enough. Speaking for the National Council of 
Churches, Sayre urged that wage workers in farming be 
brought under the Fair Labor Standards Act. 

Ralph E, Casey, president of the American Merchant 
Marine Institute, said his organization opposed the bill’s 
repeal of the exemption of seamen fromovertime pay. An 
American Farm Bureau Federation spokesman opposed 
S 1046 as a whole and specifically opposed a provision 
repealing an exemption for industries engaged in seasonal 
occupations and certain agricultural processing. 

May 13 -- A spokesman for the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the U.S, said small businesses would be hurt 
by enactment of the measure, He said small retailers 
exempted by the bill would have to raise wages. 

Abraham Weiss of the International Brotherhood of 
Teamsters opposed the section of S 1046 repealing truck- 
ing overtime provisions. He said it would put the trucking 
industry at a competitive disadvantage with the railroads, 
The bill would not repeal a similar section applying to 
railroad workers. 


HOUSING BILL RULE 


The House Rules Committee, on an 8-4 party-line 
vote with Democrats in favor, May 14 granted an open rule 
to the $5.2 billion (the total included $3.7 for public 
housing payments) housing bill (S 57) that was reported 
by the House Banking and Currency Committee Feb, 27 
(H Rept 86). (For provisions of S 57, Weekly Report 
p. 430.) 

Chairman Brent Spence (D Ky.) of the House Banking 
and Currency Committee March 2 requested the Rules 
Committee to grant S 57 a rule. A two-month delay 
brought demands from House liberals that Speaker Sam 
Rayburn (D Texas) fulfill his reported promise to get 
major bills out of the Rules Committee. Rayburn re- 
portedly made the promise early in the session to fore- 
stall a ‘‘revolt’’ against the Rules Committee by House 
liberals. The Rules Committee in 1958 refused to grant 
a similar housing bill a rule. (Weekly Report p. 45; 1958 
Almanac p, 225) 

The open rule granted S 57 would permit unlimited 
amendment of the bill when it reached the floor (debate 
was reported scheduled for May 19). Rules Committee 
Chairman Howard W., Smith (D Va.), an opponent of S 57, 
said the bill was granted a rule with the understanding 
that a more conservative substitute could be offered by 
Rep. A, Sydney Herlong Jr, (D Fla.) -- an understanding 
that appeared unnecessary because the bill was given an 
open rather than closed rule. President Eisenhower May 
13 urged Congressional action on housing legislation but 
objected to S 57. (See p. 662) 
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Committee Roundup - 6 


FAIR TRADE 


COMMITTEE -- House Interstate and ForeignCom- 
merce. 

ACTION -- May 14 ordered reported an amended 
bill (HR 1253) to establish a Federal fair trade law. Under 
the legislation, discounting below the manufacturer’s list 
price would be illegal in most cases, 


UNEMPLOYMENT LAW REVISION 


COMMITTEE -- House Ways and Means. 

ACTION -- May 14 rejected proposals to establish 
Federal minimum standards for payment of state unem- 
ployment compensation benefits. However, a committee 
draft bill expanding coverage of the unemployment insur- 
ance law was expected to be completed May 15. (Weekly 
Report p. 626) 


FEDERAL EDUCATION AID 


COMMITTEE -- House Education and Labor. 

ACTION -- May 14 ordered reported the Murray- 
Metcalf bill (HR 22) as amended by the General Education 
Subcommittee, The vote was 18-10, Asordered reported, 
HR 22 called for expenditure of $4.4 billion over four 
years to build schools and raise teachers’ salaries, The 
original version of the bill would have provided $4.4 
billion every year for an indeterminate period. The 
states would receive $25 for each school-age child (ages 
5-17 years). (For detailed arguments on the Dill, 
Weekly Report p. 496) i 

Chairman Cleveland M, Bailey (D W.Va.) of theGen- 
eral Education Subcommittee said the bill faced ‘‘two 
pretty stiff bottlenecks -- the Rules Committee and the 
floor of the House.’’ Rep. Peter Freylinghuysen Jr. 
(R N.J.), ranking Republican on the Subcommittee, said, 
“I see no possibility of this getting enacted into law.’’ 

Democrats Graham A. Barden (N.C.) and Phil M. 
Landrum (Ga.), joined eight Republicans present in voting 
against the bill. JoeHolt(RCalif.)was absent and Albert 
H. Quie (R Minn.) joined the Committee after the vote. 


REORGANIZATION ACT 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Government Operations. 

ACTION -- May 5 reported an amended bill (S 1474 
-- S Rept 239) extending the Reorganization Act of 1949 
for two years, to June 1, 1961. The Committee rejected a 
March 27 Budget Bureau request that the act be made 
permanent. The President, in his budget message, had 
simply asked extension of the act, without specifying for 
how long or whether he wanted it made permanent. 
(Weekly Report p. 98) 

Under the 1949 act, the President was empowered to 
reorganize parts of the Executive Branch after formally 
notifying Congress. Reorganization plans became effec- 
tive automatically unless either chamber of Congress 
voted a resolution of disapproval within 60 calendar days 
of the President’s submission of the plan to Congress. 

The Committee said extension was limited to two 
years because ‘‘Congress should not surrender...its leg- 
islative jurisdiction over matters of such significance ona 
permanent basis.’’ (For previous extension, 1957 Alma- 
nac p. 669) 

RELATED DEVELOPMENT -- May 13 -- The House 
Government Operations Committee ordered reported 
a bill (HR 5140) amended to conform exactly with S 1474 
as reported. 















MUTUAL SECURITY PROGRAM 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Foreign Relations. 

CONTINUED HEARINGS -- On extension of the Mutual 
Security Program. (Weekly Report p. 626) 

TESTIMONY -- May 8 -- Ex-Gov. Averell Harriman 
of New York (D), director of the Mutual Security Program 
in 1951-53, said the Administration had shown a ‘‘lack 
of leadership’’ in stimulating public support for the pro- 
gram, and that present proposals did not ‘‘measure up’”’ 
to current needs. He endorsed an April 25 proposal by 
Committee Chairman J,W, Fulbright (D Ark.) for expan- 
sion of the Development Loan Fund, and restated his 
April 16 testimony before the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee, which stressed the importance of aid to India, 
(Weekly Report p. 580, 591) 

May 11 -- Walter S, Robertson, Assistant Secretary 
of State for the Far East, scheduled to retire July 1, said 
Communist China’s threat to the free world ‘‘has never 
been so broad and ominous”’ as it isnow. He urged sup- 
port of the Administration program, which carries $1.16 
billion for the Far East. 

Rear Adm, Edward J, O’Donnell, director of Inter- 
national Security Affairs for the Far East, in a text pre- 
pared for closed-session testimony, said it was vitally 
important to maintain Korean, Chinese and Vietnamese 
forces, because any Communist Chinese move against 
these countries would mean serious fighting. 

Raymond T. Moyer, Far Eastern regional director 
for the International Cooperation Administration, said in 
prepared testimony that if the United States continued its 
aid programs in newly developing countries there must be 
an understanding of differences in philosophies, customs, 
and habits, and that it must be realized ‘‘it will not always 
be possible to get perfection as we might see it.”’ 

J.C. Satterthwaite, Assistant Secretary of State for 
African Affairs, said ina prepared statement that proposed 
fiscal 1960 programs for Africa included $109 million for 
economic and technical aid and $7.4 million for military 
aid. He said the ‘‘immediate Communist objective’’ in 
Africa was the ‘‘liquidation of all Western and particularly 
United States influence,’’ and that the Mutual Security 
Program was ‘‘our most important tool in helping Africa 
with her economic problems.”’ 

May 14 -- Rear Adm, E.B, Grantham Jr., Defense 
Department specialist in Near East-South Asia affairs, 
said a $412 million fiscal 1960 aid request would help 
provide modern weapons and training ‘‘vital...in the face 
of increasing enemy potentialities.”’ 

RELATED DEVELOPMENT -- May 12 -- The House 
Foreign Affairs Inter-American Affairs Subcommittee 
filed a report (H Rept 354) on U.S. relations with Latin 
America which recommended an orderly, gradual term- 
ination of U.S. arms aid to Latin America, and the sub- 
stitution of a system permitting individual nations to buy 
arms needed for hemispheric defense. It also recom- 
mended that the Organization of American States study 
the possibility of establishing a ‘‘force in being’’ to 
observe and patrol situations threatening hemispheric 
peace, and that a cooler, less cordial official attitude be 
displayed toward Latin American dictators. (A similar 
attitude was recommended by Dr. Milton Eisenhower, 
the President’s brother, in a report released in January 
after a fact-finding trip, but he said any withdrawal of 
current U.S. programs in countries under dictatorship 
would ‘‘paralyze’’ foreign relations.) (Weekly Report 
p. 52) 
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INDEPENDENT OFFICES FUNDS 


The House May 11 passed by voice vote and sent to 
the Senate an amended bill (HR 7040) appropriating 
$6,457,657,800 in fiscal 1960 for 16 independent Federal 
agencies and the Office of Civil and Defense Mobilization, 
which is under the Executive Office of the President. The 
total was $126,530,200 below Administration requests and 
$18,818,000 more than the Appropriations Committee 
recommended. The entire increase was voted for the 
Veterans Administration, Amendments by Olin E, Teague 
(D Texas), chairman of the Veterans’ Affairs Committee, 
brought the VA’s total to $5,039,044,000; this was $9,- 
559,000 more than the Administration requested. 

The House rejected an amendment to reduce subsidy 
payments for local service helicopter operations. 

BACKGROUND -- The Appropriations Committee, in 
reporting the bill May 8 (H Rept 350), made reductions 
in budget estimates for almost everyitem, It made major 
cuts of $76 million inthe request for the Federal Aviation 
Agency and $31,235,000 in the request for the OCDM; this 
was 42 percent of the total OCDM budget. The Committee 
added $25 million, not requested by the Administration, for 
the General Services Administration for the acquiring of 
sites and planning for public buildings but did not grant 
funds for the construction of new buildings. 

No funds were included for the Civil Service Retire- 
ment and Disability Fund because of President Eisen- 
hower’s 1958 vetoof a bill which provided $589 million for 
the fund. (1958 Almanac p. 348) But the Committee said 
the fund ‘‘is defunct by over $20.6 billion’’ and criticized 
the Budget Bureau for not recommending $773,734,0060 ‘‘to 
pay the Government’s share of retirement costs.’’ 

The Committee refused to grant $12 million requested 
by OCDM to initiate a program of Federal contributions 
for civil defense jobs ‘‘at various city halls,’’ the report 
said, because ‘‘the bureaucracy it would create would be 
independent and divorced from responsibility to either 
Federal or local governments and would continually exert 
pressure on Members for more funding.’’ The jobs (about 
4,000) were authorized by Congress in 1958. (1958 Alm- 
anac p. 205) 

The Committee rescinded about $107 million in un- 
obligated funds for OCDM stockpiling of strategic and 
critical raw materials. The report said that about half of 
the $8 billion inventory at the end of 1958 was ‘‘excess to 
stockpile objectives.”’ 


PROVISIONS -- As sent to the Senate, HR 7040 
appropriated: - 


Office of Civil and Defense 


Mobilization $ 43,735,000 
Civil Aeronautics Board 63,925,000 
Civil Service Commission 21,650,000 
Federal Aviation Agency 511,400,000 
Federal Communications Commission 10,400,000 
Federal Power Commission 7,062,000 
Federal Trade Commission 6,745,000 
General Accounting Office 41,800,000 
General Services Administration 271,346,800 


Housing and Home Finance Agency $ 238,337,000 


Interstate Commerce Commission 19,400,000 
National Capital Housing Authority 40,000 
National Science Foundation 143,273,000 
Renegotiation Board 2,700,000 
Securities and Exchange Commission 7,800,000 
Selective Service System 29,000,000 
Veterans Administration 5,039,044,000 





TOTAL $6,457,657,800 

The bill also: 

Rescinded, as of July1, approximately $107 million in 
unobligated balances previously appropriated for carrying 
out the Strategic and Critical Materials Stock Piling Act. 

AMENDMENTS ACCEPTED 

Olin E, Teague (D Texas) -- Increase from $160,- 
000,000 to $163,373,000 the appropriation for the Veterans 
Administration for general operating expenses; May 11. 
Teller vote, 70-55. 

Teague -- Increase from $777,500,000 to $792,- 
079,000 VA funds for inpatient care and increase from 
$83,000,000 to $83,866,000 the amount for outpatient care; 
May 11. Standing, 73-40. 

AMENDMENT REJECTED 

Charles A, Vanik (D Ohio) -- Reduce from $57,000,000 
to $51,900,000 the funds for subsidy payments to air 
carriers, primarily for local helicopter service; May 11. 
Standing, 33-44. 

DEBATE -- May 11 -- Teague -- ‘‘Each year we have 
cut and cut the veterans’ benefits until we have reached a 
point that is dangerous.”’ 

Albert Thomas (D Texas), chairman of the Appro- 
priations Independent Offices Subcommittee -- It has 
reached the point that ‘‘if you touch anything that affects 
the veteran, you have committed a sin.... We (on the 
Committee) are not hurting anybody.... We did not cut a 
single employee or benefits to a single patient.”’ 


SAN LUIS PROJECT 


The Senate May 12 passed by voice vote and sent to 
the House a bill (S 44) authorizing Federal construction of 
the San Luis irrigation unit as a part of the huge Central 
Valley project in California, The $290 million dam and 
reservoir would be built under a partnership agreement 
with the state of California, which would use part of the 
impounded water for its proposed Feather River project. 
A recommittal motion by Sen, John J, Williams (R Del.), 
who was opposed to increasing farm land production, was 
rejected on a 24-57 roll-call vote. (For voting see chart 
p. 681) 

Sen. Paul H. Douglas (D III.) led asuccessful four-day 
fight to strike from the bill a section that would have 
exempted landowners who received water from the state’s 
share of the San Luis project from the historic 160-acre 
limitation of Federal reclamation law. He said it would 
perpetuate a ‘‘system of big landed estates’’ and benefit 
120,000 acres of land held by ‘‘the Southern Pacific Rail- 
way, which has dominated politics in the state of California 
for many years.”’ 


eprodention naibited is aale sn por sacopt by advert chiens Week ending May 15, 1959 -- PAGE 679 












Floor Action - 2 


































The bill’s sponsors, Thomas H. Kuchel (R Calif.) and 
Clair Engle (D Calif.), denied Douglas’ charges and said 
the Federal Government had no right to impose its 
reclamation law upon a ‘‘wholly divisible’’ project paid 
for by California’s taxpayers, Wayne Morse (D Cre.) 
said the courts, not the Senate, should decide whether the 
state and Federal share of San Luis water were separate 
or intermingled and to what extent Federal laws apply. 
Douglas’ amendment was accepted by a standing vote. 

The House Interior and Insular Affairs Committee 
May 13 approved a companion measure to S 44 after 
defeating, 7-12, an attempt to delete the 160-acre 
exemption, 

BACKGROUND -- S 44 was reported April 8 (S Rept 
154) by the Senate Interior and Insular Affairs Com- 
mittee. (Weekly Report p. 476) 


PROVISIONS -- As passed by the Senate, S 44: 

| Authorized the Interior Department to construct and 
maintain the San Luis dam and reservoir under a cost- 
sharing agreement with the state of California and under 
Federal reclamation laws. 

Set Jan. 1, 1962 as the final date for negotiating 
an agreement with California, after which an entirely 
Federal project could be built, 90 days after notice to 
Congress. 

Authorized $290,430,000 for construction of the San 
Luis unit, plus necessary funds for distribution systems 
and drains that local interests do not build (at an esti- 

mated cost of $192,650,000) and for operation and 
maintenance, 

Prohibited production of surplus price-supported 
crops on newly irrigated lands serviced by the Federal 
project. 

AMENDMENTS ACCEPTED 

Richard B, Russell (D Ga.) -- Prohibit water from 
the Federal San Luis unit from being used on newly 
irrigated lands for the production of surplus price- 
supported crops; May 7. Voice vote. 





Paul H, Douglas (D Ill.) -- Delete the section of the 
bill that exempted water from the state share of the pro- 
ject from Federal reclamation law; May 12. Standing vote, 

DEBATE -- May 5 -- Douglas -- ‘‘This is probably 
the most promising irrigation project which can be 
carried out in the country’’ but to exempt the state’s 
share of the project from the 160-acre limit would per- 
petuate the system of ‘‘big landed estates.’’ California’s 
share of the project ‘‘is inextricably mixed with a Federal 
system,’’ relying not only on the Federally built ‘‘first 
story’’ of the San Luis dam but also on other, already 
constructed Federal projects. 

Clair Engle (D Calif.) -- ‘‘The Federal Government 
should not say to the state government, ‘You must impose 
a limitation of 160 acres’ -- or any other limitation -- 
with reference to money which the state itself spends,” 

Richard L., Neuberger (D Ore.) -- ‘‘If the 160-acre 
limitation is breached in California (it) will set a pre- 
cedent...by which the limitation can be breached through- 
out the West.”’ 

May 7 -- Thomas H. Kuchel (R Calif.) -- ‘‘The state 
of California, through its governor and its legislature, 
ought to determine what the restrictions for use of water 
through a state system should be.’’ 

Douglas -- Through gerrymandering, ‘‘the control in 
the California Senate is still in the hands of the small 
counties, which can be bought up by the private utilities 
and big land interests’’ opposed to reclamation law. 

May 11 -- John A, Carroll (D Colo.) -- ‘‘There is 
a deep-seated feeling that, however unwitting, an attempt 
is being made to undermine the effect of the Federal 
reclamation laws, which are vital to the West.”’ 

May 12 -- Wayne Morse (D Ore.) -- San Luis is a 
‘‘precedent-making case; and I want the precedent to be 
established by the courts by way of judicial determination 
and not on the floor of the Senate by political plays,” 

John J. Williams (R Del.) -- The project ‘‘cannot 
be justified today in the face of our huge inventories of 
surplus (farm) products (and) a $10 billion deficit.” 


























































STATUS OF APPROPRIATIONS, 86th CONGRESS, Ist SESSION 
HOUSE SENATE 
Agency Requested Committee Passed Committee Passed Final 
Agriculture $4,081,364,863 $3,939,165,498 $ $ $ $ 
' Commerce 

Defense 
District of Columbia (HR 5676) 

Federal payment 34,218,000 27,218,000 27,218,000 

District payment (246,698,000) (237,186,112) (237,186,112) 
Executive Offices 13,608,500 13,338,500 
Independent Offices (HR 7040) 6,584,188,000  6,438,839,800 6,457,657,800 
Interior (HR 5915) 491,101,400 472,198,800 472,198,800 
Labor-HEW (HR 6769) 3,756,848,581  3,915,084,181  3,915,084,181 
Legislative 
Public Works 
State-Justice-Judiciary 
Treasury -Post Office (HR 5805) 4,688,327,000  4,628,097,000 4,628,097,000 
Mutual Security 
Second Supplemental, 1959(HR 5916) = 2,864,954,526  2,479,522,494  2,657,402,994 2,820,040,054  2,843,902,805 2,764,500,380 
Special Funds* (in HR 5805) 8,775,166,000  8,775,166,000 8,775,166,000 

*Permanent appropriations, $8 billion of which was to make interest payments on the national debt. 
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Senate Rejects Motion to Recommit Bill Authorizing Federal 


CQ Senate Vote 59. 


(No Congressional Record Roll-Call Vote Numbers.) 


Construction of San Luis Unit of Central Valley Project, Calif. 


59. S 44. Authorize Federal construction of the San Luis dam 
and reservoir to irrigate 500,000 acres in the San Joaquin 
Valley, Calif., under a partnership agreement with the state 


of California, 


William (R Del.) motion to recommit (kill) 


the bill, Rejected 24-57 (D 12-43; R 12-14), May 12, 1959. 
The President did not take a position on the motion, (See 













































































story p. 679) 
TOTAL DEMOCRATIC REPUBLICAN 
Vote No. | 59 Vote No. 59 Vote No. 59 
Yea | 24 Yea 12 Yeo 12 
Nay | 57 Nay 43 Nay 14 
- KEY - 
59 59 59 Y Record Vote For (yea). 
V Paired For. 
+ Announced For, CQ Poll For. 
ALABAMA IOWA NEVADA N Record Vote Against (nay). 
Hill N Hickenlooper ? Bible N X Paired Against. 
Sparkman N Martin N Canacs - — Announced Against, CQ Poll Against. 
ALASKA KANSAS NEW HAMPSHIRE ‘eee 
Bartlett - Carlson N Bridges J wana 
Gruening N Schoeppel ? Cotton ¥ 
ARIZONA KENTUCKY NEW JERSEY 59 
Hayden N Cooper ? Williams . 
Goldwater N Morton N Case Y 
ARKANSAS LOUISIANA NEW MEXICO SOUTH DAKOTA 
Fulbright N Ellender N Anderson N Case N 
McClellan N Long N Chavez - Mundt N 
CALIFORNIA MAINE NEW YORK TENNESSEE 
Engle N Muskie N Javits N € N 
Kuchel N Smith Y Keating Y Kefauver N 
COLORADO MARYLAND NORTH CAROLINA TEXAS 
Carroll N Beall Y rvin Y Johnson os 
Allott Xx Butler ? Jordan N Yarborough N 
CONNECTICUT MASSACHUSETTS NORTH DAKOTA UTAH 
Dodd N Kennedy N Langer N Moss N 
Bush ¥ Saltonstall ¥ Young N Bennett N 
DELAWARE MICHIGAN OHIO VERMONT 
Frear ¥ Hart N Lausche ¥ Aiken Y 
Williams ¥ McNamara N Young N Prouty Y 
FLORIDA MINNESOTA OKLAHOMA VIRGINIA 
Holland N Humphrey N Kerr N Byrd Y 
Smathers N Carthy N Monroney - Robertson Y 
GEORGIA MISSISSIPPI OREGON WASHINGTON 
Russell Y Eastland Y Morse N Jackson N 
Talmadge Y Stennis Y Neuberger N Magnuson N 
IDAHO MISSOURI PENNSYLVANIA WEST VIRGINIA 
Church N Hennings N Clark ¥ Byrd N 
Dworshak ? Symington = Scott ¥ Randolph N 
ILLINOIS MONTANA RHODE ISLAND WISCONSIN 
Douglas N Mansfield N Green N Proxmire Y 
Dirksen N Murray N Pastore N Wiley ? 
INDIANA NEBRASKA SOUTH CAROLINA WYOMING 
Hartke N Curtis N Johnston N McGee as 
Capehart Y Hruska N Thurmond » O'Mahoney - 
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CONGRESSIONAL QUARTERLY 


The Week In Congress 











o . Sixty-four organizations reported spending $8,- 
Campaign Spending 675,465.95 on state and local elections in 1958, 


according to reports filed with the Clerk of the House, This is $1.7 million less 
than in the last Congressional but non-Presidential election year of 1954. Receipts 
reported by these organizations totaled $8,767,394.74, of which $3,200,296.43 was 
donated by individuals or groups in amounts of $1,000 or more, Republican organi- 
zations accounted for 53.7 percent of the total spending reported; Democratic 


organizations, 19.6 percent. (Page 649) 


Court Curbs, Subversion 


A coalition of Republicans and Southern Democrats 
on the House Judiciary Committee rejected Admin- 
istration pleas and voted 17-15 to report the Smith 
(D Va.) ‘‘anti-preemption’’ bill, called a ‘‘states’ 
rights’’ bill by Southerners and a Supreme Court 
curb bill by Northern Democrats. In other action 
involving Supreme Court decisions, the Senate In- 
ternal Security Subcommittee ended three weeks of 
hearings on anti-subversion proposals and twoother 
committees took testimony on the Federal Security 
Program and public school regulation. (Page 674) 


Wheat Crisis 


Against a background of ever-increasing mounds of 
surplus wheat, President Eisenhower renewed his 
request for ‘‘realistic and constructive’’ legislation 
to deal with ‘‘the most dramatic failure of all...the 
wheat program.’’ But while his preferred remedies 
would include lower price supports, the House 
Agriculture Committee voted for higher supports in 
its new wheat legislation. (Page 676) 


San Luis Project 


The Senate passed a bill authorizing Federal con- 
struction of the San Luis irrigation unit as part of 
the huge Central Valley project in California, but 
only after a four-day fight, led by Sen. Paul H. 
Douglas (D II1.), to strike from the bill a section that 
would have exempted landowners receiving water 
from the state’s share of the project fromthe historic 
160-acre limitation of Federal reclamation law. 
Meanwhile, a House committee approved a companion 
measure after defeating an attempt todelete the 160- 
acre exemption. (Page 679) 





Roll-Call Vote 
SENATE: San Luis project, page 681. 

















Rules Committee Yields 


The House Rules Committee, turnstile 
through which most bills must pass to reachthe 
House floor, finally agreed to let the housing bill 
go through. This reversed an earlier tie vote 
which threatened to keep the measure from 
reaching a House vote. The controversial bill 
provides for multi-million-dollar Federal aid 
for purposes ranging from slum clearance to 
college dormitories. Speaker Sam Rayburn (D 
Texas) was credited with pushing it out of the 
conservative Rules Committee. (Page 677) 











Sweet Headache 


Any bill backed by 48 United States Senators should 
have smooth sailing, but Cuba’s Premier Fidel Castro 
is proving otherwise. Four months after President 
Eisenhower asked Congress to extend the Sugar Act, 
no action has been taken and none is imminent, The 
reason: the confused state of relations between the 
U.S. and Cuba; which supplies one-third of this 
Nation’s sugar requirements. Although the Sugar Act 
won’t expire until Dec. 31, 1960, the President asked 
that it be extended this year ‘‘togive sugar producers 
needed time for production planning.’”’ (Page 659) 


Troubles of Nominees 


If the Senate rejects the nomination of Lewis L. 
Strauss as Secretary of Commerce he will be the 
first Cabinet officer in 34 years whose appointment 
was balked. But even George Washington had trouble 
with his nominees, and records show that the Senate 
rejected nominations sent up by 14 of the first 17 
Presidents. The Strauss hearings finally ended after 
five weeks, but C, Douglas Dillion quickly won com- 
mittee approval as Under Secretary of State; Stuart 
Rothman was confirmed as NLRB general counsel, 
and hearings are underway on Ogden R. Reid as 
Ambassador to Israel. (Page 672, 673) 


Week ending May 15, 1959 


—_, 


Cong 
Boxs 


Polit 
Note 
Rour 


Floc 
Acti 


Hou: 


Char 


Senc 


Cha 


Aro 
Cap 


Pre: 
Rep 


Pub 
Bill 
Whe 
Ahe 


Wee 
Cor 





